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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tux rwo divisions of the Court of Appeal will lave an oppor- 
tunity during the Hilary Sittings of reducing the list of appeals, 
so that at the end of the sittings very few, if any, appeals ready 
to be heard shall stand over. The total number of appeals in 
the two lists is only 146, and only forty of these appertain to 
Division No. II. of the court. There is accordingly a prospect 
that, after a short time, both divisiovs may be able to apply 
themselves to the disposal of the Queen’s Bench appeals a sO 
bring about the anticipated reduction. 


Tue Soricrror-Generat, in addressing his constituents, 
mentioned ‘A Bill dealing with Land Transfer” as one of the 
measures which he trusted that next session would produce. 

| We remember a somewhat similar announcement being made 
' last ‘year through the medium of a daily newspaper, and, if we 
| remember rightly, the result was a measure relating to allot- 
| ments. It seems incredible that any Bill for Establishing a Con- 
veyancer-General and Abolishing Solicitors will be introduced 
at the close of the present Parliament, when a General Election 
looms in the near distance. 


| 
| 
| ' ee eee ; 

| Ir rue corkesronpence between the Lord Chancellor and the 
| Lord Chief Justice should lead to suggestions of alterations 
in procedure or practice in the Supreme Court, it is to be 
hoped that those who will have the carrying out of any such 
| suggestions will be taken into counsel. - After rules or provi- 
sions have been promulgated it is inconvenient to find them not 
workable. When the judges have settled in their own minds 
what is required, they will have no difficulty in finding 
experts among the several classes whom the rules or provisions 
to be enacted principally concern, both able and willing to put 
into workable shape the ideas which the committee propound 
for the purpose. When rules so drafted have been exposed to 
the critical examination of the profession, and not until then, 
should they become law. 





Havine reGARD to the express terms of section 75 of the 
Judicature Act, 1873, the reply of the Lord Chancellor to the 
letter addressed to him by the Lord Chief Justice is not a little 
amusing. That section provides that ‘a Council of judges ot 
| the Supreme Court shall assemble once at least in 
| every year for the purpose of considering the operation 
| of this Act and of the rules of court for the time being in force 
|. . . and of inquiring and examining into any defects which 
‘may appear to exist in the system of procedure or the adminis- 
| tration of the law in the said High Court of Justice or the said 
| Court of Appeal and they shall report annually to one 

of her Majesty’s principal Secretaries of State what (if any) 
| amendments or alterations it would, in their. judgment, be 
expedient to make in this Act, .or-otherwise relating to the 
administration of justice, and what other provisions (if any) 
which cannot be carried into effect without the authority of 
Parliament it would be expedient to make for the better admin? 
istration of justice.” Here, therefore, thero isa clear direction 
of the Legislature that the Council shall meet annually and, 
unless the system of judicature is so perfect as to require no 
‘alterations, that an annual report of such alterations as may 
be desirable shall be presented to the Government. As to 
this latter point the Lord Chancellor says, correctly enotigh, 
that a great responsibility would be cast upon the Govern- 
ment of the day if it neglected to legislate in accordance with 
suggestions thus made by the Council of judges; but it 
does not seem to have occurred to him that a still greater 
responsibility rests upon the judges if, knowing that defeets 
;in the system of procedure exists, they fail to comply with 
ll 
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the duty thus cast upon them of making suggestions for their 
removal. As the Lord Chief Justice points out, however, the 
enactment has become practically a dead letter. In former 
years, indeed, the Council has occasionally met, aud in 1881 it 
signalized itself by resisting the very moderate curtailment of 
the long vacation which was effected in 1883. But since that 
time it seems to have quite disappeared, and either has held no 
meetings at all, or its meetings have been devoid of result. 


Now ar Lenoru, since the Lord Chancellor expresses himself 
as perfectly agreeable, the Council of Judges is to be summoned 
again, and upon its assembling Lord Coterter will move for 
the appointment of a committee tu consider such matters as 
the civil business on circuit, the block in the Chancery Division, 
the multiplication of appeals, the expense of House of Lords 
appeals, and the general costliness of litigation, the diminution 
of commercial business, and the desirability of devising a means 
of reviewing criminal sentences. This is a considerable pro- 
gramme, but the Lord Chancellor appears to have no doubt 
of the ability of the Council of judges to deal with it. A great 
deal will depend upon the constitution of the committee to be 
appointed. We do not deny that there are judges of sufficient 
energy to formulate a scheme of reform, and it might be 
possible tu get the Council to consider this scheme and pass 
it on to the Government. But we confess we are not 
hopeful. Some three years ago the Court of Appeal were 
moved to great wrath by the contemplation, in Attorney-General 
v. Emerson, of the procedure in informations brought by the 
Crown, and Lord Justice Lores, who characterized it as ‘‘ cum- 
brous, obsolete, dilatory, expensive, and oppressive to the sub- 
ject,” expressed the hope that those who had the power would 
“* sweep away this relic of the arbitrary exercise of the preroga- 
tive.” _ It was pointed out at the time, however, that the 
Crown Suits Act, 1865, had already conferred upon the judges 
power to amend the procedure by rules, and we have been 
waiting ever since fur the appearance of rules devised for this 
purpose. It is needless to say we have waited in vain. A 
different fate might be in store, indeed, for changes actually 
formulated by a committee of judges, but a long time must 
elapse before the matter has reached that stage. Probably the 
true remedy for the present state of things is to be found in 
another direction entirely. We have on former occasions pointed 
out that many of the evils incident to litigation arise from the 
lack of any effective administrative control over the Supreme 
Court, and it would be an obvious reform to place 
the management of its business under the control of a 
Minister of Justice, less ornamental but more useful than the 
Lord Chancellor, who would be responsible for its due conduct 
to Parliament. Such a Minister should be able, for one thing, 
to introduce something like regularity, and perhaps punctuality, 
into the sittings of the (Jueen’s Bench Division, and would bo 
in a position to formulate for the consideration of Parliament, 
much more rapidly than any Council of judges, alterations which 
it might require the authority of Parliament to make. But all 
this is in the dim future, and even the Council of judges has got 
no further than dignified correspondence between the two heads 
of the judicial body. Might we not have at once, just as some 
small pledge of further reform, the appointment of an addi- 
tional judge of the Chancery Division ? 





THE CORRESPONDENCE in the Zimes as to the abuse of cross- 


examination has gone on merrily this week; a good deal of | 


nonsense and exaggeration being as usual indulged in. But 
the controversy has been valuable in eliciting from “E.” (pre- 
sumably Lord Esuzr) the following statement :—‘‘ If a counsel 
puts to a witness a question as to a matter which is not 
levant except so far as it affects the credit of the witness by 
injuring his character, the judge should at once consider 
the imputation conveyed by the question, having 

regard to the nature of the matter contained in it, and to the 
suggested time of the occurrence of such matter, might, if true, 
seriously affect the vpinion of reasonable men as to the present 
credibility of the witness. If the judge is of opinion in the 
affirmative, he should allow the question to be put; if the 





judge is of opinion in the negative, he should not allow the 
question to be put. This is not a strict rule of law, the breagh 
of which invalidates a trial; but it is a rule of conduct consonant 
| with the principle of the common law. This is my opinion afte 
long consideration. The rule has not been laid down yet jp 
| judgment, but I anticipate that the judges will so lay it dow, 
| on a fitting occasion.” The limits to be fixed to cross-examina. 
| tion as to credit could not be more reasonably laid down, and 
| we are tempted to ask whether it would not be desirable that 
the meaning of the word ‘ vexatious” in R. 8. C., ord. 36,r, 
| 38 (to which we referred last week), should be defined ip 
this way by a further rule of court? The discussion has algo 
‘induced Lord Co.errpce to republish in the Ziimes the addres 
he delivered in 1889 to the Birmingham Law Students’ Society 
‘on Sir E. Crarxe’s ill-advised scheme for fusion. One of the 
allegations in the present controversy is that counsel, ou the 
instruction of solicitors, make or suggest unfounded charges 
against witnesses and parties, and Lord CoLertpGE in the 
above-mentioned address cited an instance. He said that “in 
a Divorce Bill, before the creation of the Divorce Court, and 
heard, therefore, in the House of Lords, there was clear evidence 
that a woman resembling the incriminated wife had been seen 
in a compromising position with a young groom in the stable- 
yard of a nobleman’s castle. The attorney knew that the wife 
herself was the woman, and he suggested this to the counsel, 
but said that there was a maid, whom I will call Rosx, upon 
whom suspicion might plausibly be thrown. Suspicion—happily 
unsuccessfully—was thrown upon Rose by the counsel, who 
actually told the story himself; and, when somewhat roundl 
taken to task for it, calmly observed ‘that he had followed his 
instructions, but that he always felt it was rather hard upon 
Rosr.’ I thought then,” said Lord Corzripcr, “and think 
now, that this conduct was infamous.” So think we, and s0, 
we venture to say, will think most members of the bar and 
most solicitors. But nothing can be stranger than the moral 
Lord CoLerincGE drew in his address in 1889. He said, in effect, 
that a counsel who perpetrated infamy of this kind justified 
himself by saying that he was instructed to make the charge; 
‘‘an unscrupulous attorney,” he said, ‘‘making no inquiry, 
may instruct counsel to utter an atrocious slander.”’ The pre- 
sent system, he considered, by dividing the responsibility, 
increased the temptation to do these things. Remedy: put 
the “unscrupulous attorney” in the place of the counsel, 
and all will come right. That is to say (for we suppose 
Lord Coreripce will admit that he was not the only member 
of the bar who regarded, or now regards, with abhorrence 
the attack on the maid Rosx), remove one defence against the 
‘unscrupulous attorney’s”’ infamous suggestions ; let him, as 
counsel, do what he thinks fit, and the abuse will cease. At 
present the ‘‘ unscrupulous attorney ’’ must find an unscrupulous 
counsel to take his brief and do his bidding before the infamy 
can be perpetrated, but under the system favoured by Lord 
CoLeripGE there would be no such check. Surely never was 
an odder reason urged for fusion of the two branches of the 
profession. 





Ir 15 Nor surprising that the continual and indiscriminate 
attacks on both branches of the profession made in the corres- 
pondence as to cross-examination should have led to indignant 
protests against the injustice of a whole class being judged by 
the misdeeds of a few of its members, and we confess we have 
| a good deal of sympathy with our correspondent who insists 
| that the governing bodies of both branches ought to mark their 
disapproval of the practices complained of. The fact that the 
counsel and solicitors in the cases which have given rise to 
the discussion stand in the front ranks f their respective pro- 
fessions is an additional reason for such action ; their example, 
if left uncondemned, will tend to corrupt their brethren. And 
when a judge goes out of his way to commend the conduct of 
a case in which an offensive suggestion is supposed to have 
been made, it appears to bo especially necessary that 
some authoritative condemnation should be pronounced. At 








the same time, it must not be forgotten that the question is full 
of difficulty, and any such excitement or hasty and sweeping 
judgment as appears in much of the correspondence in the 
Zimes must be strongly deprecated, Cross-examination as 
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“drunkenness doth aggravate it.” In recent years, however, a 
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to credit is, and always must be, an invaluable instrument, 
and it is inevitable that in the use of this instrument mis- 
takes should occur, and pain and injustice be occasioned. 
The most scrupulously honouradle and fair practitioner cannot 
know with certainty that allegations of which primd facie evidence 
appears are unfounded when the rebutting evidence, is in the 
sion of the other side. The evidence of an accomplished 
jurer can often only be broken down by cross-examination 
on unexpected and apparently immaterial points. And it is 
of course possible that even in cases where the abuse has been 
apparently most flagrant there may have been circumstances 
or evidence, ultimately found to be untrustworthy and not brought 
forward, lending colour to the imputations suggested at the 
time when instructions were prepared and questions put to 
witnesses. But with all these allowances, we cannot help 
thinking that the checking of an abuse which to some extent 
exists, and if unchecked will undoubtedly spread, ought not to 
be left solely in the hands of the judges. 





We print elsewhere the report of a committee of the 
Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool which was appointed in 
November last to consider a scheme for the establishment of 
courts of commerce in Liverpool and other commercial centres 
with a view to securing speed of trial and finality of decision. 
Very properly the committee report that any such scheme is 
needless if the present delay and expense of litigation can be 
removed, and that their removal.ought to be undertaken by the 
Legislature, and by those intrusted with the power of regulating 
the practice of the courts. But this, though true enough, would 
be useless without the definite proposals for reform which the 
committee have embodied in their report, and these may well be 
commended to the consideration of the Council of judges when 
they meet. At the outset, the committee insist upon the estab- 
lishment of district courts of the High Court so as to insure 
continuous sittings in important commercial centres. We only 
wish that the Government were likely to make as light as they 
do of the probable increase that would thereby be necessitated 
in the number of judges. As to the rest of the proposals, any 
measure for shortening the time taken over pleadings and other 
preliminaries to an action, while leaving the parties full 
opportunity of preparing their case, would ‘ welcome, and all 
interlocutory proceedings should be carried through speedily 
and with a strictly limited right of appeal. But, after all, both 
in preliminaries and in the trial itself, the matter of most im- 
portance is to have a sufficient staff of judges and other officers, 
and little would be heard about delay if the courts were in a 
position to keep themselves abreast of their work. The com- 
mittee also make an attempt to deal with evidence—a matter of 
the utmost importance in considering how to diminish the costs 
of litigation—and recommend the adoption of the county court 
practice as to the admission of documents not strictly proved, 
and as to the proof of particular facts by affidavit. It is such 
specific suggestions as these which are really valuable, and 
which will make the improvement of the present system possible. 


{y rie utsrory of comparative criminal jurisprudence two 
theories as to the legal responsibility of persons in a state of 


Kerr’s Inebriety, 2nd ed.). The cases, however, in which this 
new doctrine has been applied are one and all Wisi Prius cases, 
and it has not yet been solemnly promulgated. In his letter to 
Sir Lyon Prayrarr, published in the Times this week, Sir 
Heyry James has not only given the weight of his high 
authority tothe recent judicial departure from the voluntarius demon 
theory, but has defined the legal relations of drunkenness and 
crime with admirable clearness and skill. “In determining,” 
he says, ‘‘the legal character of the offence committed drunken- 
ness may be taken into account—(1) where it has established a 
condition of positive and well-defined insanity ; (2) if it pro- 
duces a sudden outbreak of passion occasioning the commission 
of crime under circumstances which, in the case of a sober per- 
son, would reduce the offence of murder to manslaughter ; (3) 
in the case of minor assaults and acts of violence it never can 
form any legal answer to the charge preferred, but it may either 
aggravate or mitigate the character of the act committed—pro- 
bably the former ; (4) as to the effect that should be given to 
drunkenness when determining the amount of punishment 
no general rule can be laid down.” 





A propos of the voluntarius demon theory, an amusing story is 
told of Lord Hermann, a Scottish judge of the old school that 
happily was displaced at the beginning of the present century 
by the school of Cocxsury, Jerrrey, and Moncrizrr. Two 
young gentlemen, who were great friends, went to the theatre 
in Glasgow and thereafter supped together at the lodgings of one 
of them. They passed the whole night in the improper, but 
then by no means uncommon, amusement of drinking rum. 
the morning they quarrelled, one was fatally stabbed, and the 
other was in due course tried for culpable homicide and found 
guilty. The majority of the judges were in favour of only a 
short sentence of imprisonment. But ‘the voice of Hermann” 
was ‘‘still for” transportation. Himself an ardent drinker, he 
felt that the reputation of drunkenness was at stake. ‘‘ We are 
told,” he said, ‘that there was no malice and that the prisoner 
must have been in liquor. Inliquor! Why, he was drunk! And 
yet he murdered the very man who had been drinking with him ‘ 
My laards [lords] if he will do this when he’s drunk, what 
will he not do when he’s sober?” 





Tue pectsrons of the Tribunal de la Seine in Mot et Compagnie 
v. Zizhou and of the Tribunal de Versailles and the Cour de Paris 
in Lhérault v. Lebeuf deserve a passing notice. In the former 
case the defendant advertised certain machines manufactured by 
him as being similar to, but cheaper than, those imported from 
England by the plaintiffs. He had previously been restrained 
from selling his machines under the names adopted by the 
plaintiffs. It does not appear that the defendant's statements 
were untrue. In the latter case the defendant assumed the 
business title of ‘‘Seul établissement spécial pour la multiplica- 
tion des asperges d’Argenteuil.” This statement was incorrect. 
The plaintiff was, and had for many years been, engaged in the 
same trade. In both cases the conduct of the defendant was 
held to constitute that vague and flexible tort known in French 
law as concurrence déloyale, With us Lhérault v. Lebenf might 
have been held to be a case of slander of title, but Mot ¢¢ Cie. v. 
Tixhou would hardly have been s as an action for 














inebriety have at different times prevailed. First we have 
what has been called ‘‘the Maria Theresan doctrine—” that 
“an individual in a state of drunkenness is incapable of 
offence.” This was in turn displaced by the orthodox modern 
view that the drunkard is a voluntarius demon who “hath no 
perilegs thereby, but what hurt or ill so ever he doeth, his 


third doctrine has been growing up. Chiefly under the 
influence of American criticism, British judges have been led to 


‘‘ passing off.” The ratio decidendi is thus stated by the Tribunal 
de la Seine: “Les agissements qui viennent d'etre ra 

ne sauraient étre considérés comme des procédés permis de libre 
concurrence.” 

















hold (@) that the inebriate comes within the meaning of the 
rules in MacNaghten’s case, and is irresponsible if he did not 
know the nature and quality of his acts (Reg v. Baines, 
Assizes, Times, 25 Jan., 1886), and (+) that inebriety, although 
not in itself an excuse for crime, may nevertheless alter the 
cter of a criminal act—e.g., from murder to manslaughter 

(of. Trvino’s Justiciary Reports, vol. 5, p. 479; AIL Advocate | 
Y. Granger, 1878, Scottish Law Reporter, vol. 16, p. 256; and | 
' 


being indicted for aggravated assault by biting off a 
plainant’s ear, the com 
to the jury, but it was 
They don’t mind such a little thing as an imperfect var in Texas, 


A Welsh newspaper states that it is officially informed that Mr. Beres- 
ford, whose —— as judge of the North Wales County Court 
Circuit was objected to owing to his non-acquaintance with the 


Lancaster | Welsh language, is to be transferred to an English circuit, Mr. Lewis, 
| Stipendiary Magistrate of Cardiff, succeeding him. 


In a recent case in Texas, says the Aldeny Lew Journal, the defendant 

piece of the com- 
t was permitted to exhibit the maimed ear 
‘Jd not to be a case of “serious bodily injury.” 
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THE STAMP ACT, 1891. 


Tne chief object of this statute, which came into force on the 
Ist of January, is to consolidate the Stamp Act, 1870, and a 
few previous statutes, notably 30 & 31 Vict. c. 23 relating to the 
stamp duty on policies of sea insurance, with the subsequent 
enactments, twenty in number, by which they have been 
amended. In addition to this, however, some slight changes 
have-been made in the law, and in certain instances the sanction 
of the Legislature has been given to existing official practice. 
The following appear to be the alterations which have thus 
been effected :— 

In section 5 the omission of the words ad valorem which were 
formerly contained in section 10 of the Act of 1870 makes 
perfectly general the obligation to state in the instrument all 
the facts and circumstances affecting its liability to duty. Pro- 
bably by an oversight, this obligation has hitherto only been 
expressly imposed in respect of instruments upon which an 
ad valorem duty was payable. Section 8 introduces a change of 
some importance with regard to the cancelling of adhesive 
stamps. Under section 24 of the Act of 1870 it has been neces- 
sary to cancel the stamp by writing on or across it the name 
or initials of the person cancelling it, together with the true date, 
‘* go that the stamp may be effectually cancelled and rendered 
incapable of being used for any other instrument.’ Other 
modes of cancelling the stamp are now sanctioned by the sub- 
stitution of the words ‘“‘or otherwise effectively cancels the 
stamp and renders the same incapable of being used for any 
other instrument.” Section 13, with reference to appeals from 
the assessment of the commissioners, reproduces section 19 of 
the Act of 1870, but limits a period of seven days within which 
the case stated by the commissioners may be set down for hear- 
ing, and, in accordance with the existing practice in other matters, 
the costs are now left in the discretion of the court. 

In section 14, relating to the production of instruments 
in evidence, the general words ‘‘for any purpose whatever” 
have been introduced, and the effect apparently will be to 
prevent the production of instruments not duly stamped 
even for collateral purposes except upon the prescribed con- 
ditions as to stamping and payment of penalties. By section 
17 of the Act of 1870 instruments not duly stamped could 
not, “except in criminal proceedings, be pleaded or given 
in evidence, or admitted to be good, useful, or available 
in law or equity.” Upon a previous enactment in similar 
terms (5 W. & M. c. 21, s. 11) it was held by the House of 
Lords in Matheson v. Ross (13 Jur. 307) that a document not 
sufficiently stamped might nevertheless be received in evidence 
to prove a collateral matter, and, with respect to an unstamped 
receipt, a collateral matter was decided to mean a matter wholly 
unconnected with the fact of payment. But the terms of section 
54 of the Act of 1870 with regard to bills of exchange and 

issory notes were much more stringent, and, where these 

are not duly stamped, the person taking them is not “ entitled 
to recover thereon or to make the same available for any purpose 
whaterer.” In earlier enactments as to such documents the 
words were similar to those relating to unstamped instruments 
generally, and the ordinary doctrine of admission for collateral 
purposes was therefore applicable: Gregory v. Fraser (3 
Camp. 453), Smart vy. Nokes (6 M. & Gr. 911). In the 
recent case of Ashling v. Boon (39 W. R. 298; 1891, 1 Ch. 
568, an opportunity arose for considering the effect of 
section 54, but, as we have already pointed out (35 Sowicrrons’ 
Jovnxat, 766), the special stringency of its terms was not 
noticed, and an insufficiently stamped promissory note was 
jected as evidence on the old ground that the purpose for 
which it was put forward, the proof of the receipt of the money 
in respect Ms which the note was given, was nut a collateral 
purpose. But it would seem that the words “for any purpose 
whatever” make it unnecessary to have recourse to we ‘te 





consideration, and it was immaterial whether the fact to be| 
proved was of the very essence of the note, or whether it was 
merely collateral to it. In either case the note was tendered in | 
evidence for some purpose, and was therefore inadmissible. 

In section 14 of the new Act the same words are now introduced 
with regard to all instruments, and it is enacted by sub-section | 
(4) that, subject to the regulations as to stamping on payment 


of penalties, an instrument executed in the United Kingdom, @ 
relating, wheresoever executed, to any property situate, or 
any matter or thing done or to be done, in the United Kingdom, 
‘shall not, except in criminal proceedings, be given in evidence, 
or be available for any purpose whatever, unless it is duly stamped 
in accordance with the law in force at the time when it was firs 
executed.” Thus it will be impossible in future to produce jn 
evidence any insufficiently stamped instrument even for collateral 
purposes, and such cases as Evans v. Prothero (1 D. M. & G, 
572), where a document, inadmissible as a receipt by reason 
of its being insufficiently stamped, was admitted as evidence of 
a contract, are now inapplicable. An earlier part of the same 
section relieves the officer of the court whose duty it is to read 
the instrument from the express duty of calling the attention of 
the judge to any omission or insufficiency of the stamp, and 
notice of this must now be taken by the judge, arbitrator, or 
referee himself. 

Section 15 of the Act reproduces without any change the 
provisions of section 15 of the Act of 1870 relating to the terms 
upon which instruments may be stamped after execution, so 
that this may be done on payment of the unpaid duty and a 
penalty of £10, and also, by way of further penalty where the 
unpaid duty exceeds £10, of interest on such duty at five per 
cent. from the day of execution until the amount of the interest 
is equal to the unpaid duty. There is also the further sum of 
£1 payable to the officer of the court when an instrument. is 
received in evidence under section 14. In addition to this 
section 15 incorporates the provisions of section 18 of tlie 
Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1888 (51 Vict. c. 8), ae- 
cording to which, where the instrument is a bond or covenant, 
conveyance on sale, lease, mortgage, or settlement, executed 
after the 16th of May, 1888, the further penalty is fixed at the 
amount of the stamp duty unless a reasonable excuse for the 
omission or insufficiency of the stamp is forthcoming. 

In section 34, which reproduces section 50 and part of section 
51 of the Act of 1870, with the amendment introduced by section 
2 of 34 & 35 Vict. «. 74, a slight change has been made, which 
shews that the fixed duty of one penny on bills of exchange 
payable on demand or at sight or on presentation may be 
denoted by an adhesive stamp whether the bill is made in or out 
of the United Kingdom. This is in accordance with the con- 
struction of the Act of 1870 adopted in Re Boyse (33 Ch. D. 612), 

The alteration in section 54, corresponding to section 70 of 
the Act of 1870, by which the expression ‘‘ conveyance on sale” 
is defined, seems to be no more than verbal. Formerly this 
included every instrument and every decree or order whereby 
any property upon the sale thereof was legally or equitably 
vested in a purchaser. Upon the corresponding provision 
of 55 Geo. 3, c. 184, schedule 1, which was more fully 
expressed, it was held in Potter v. Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue (10 Ex. 147) that it was ‘“‘meant to apply to 
every sale for a sum of money of any subject of property 
—of that which belonged to a person exclusive of others, 
and which could be the subject of bargain and sale to another.” 
The same effect is now clearly produced by the inclusion of 
‘any property or any estate or interest in any property,” while 
the old distinction between transfers at law and in equity is 
omitted as being no longer of importance. Thus by the present 
Act the expression in question is defined to include ‘ every 
instrument and every decree or order of any court or of any 
commissioners whereby any property, or any estate or interest 
in any property, upon the sale thereof is transferred to or vested 
in a purchaser, or any other person on his behalf, or by his 
direction.” With regard to cases where the consideration 
consists of payments to be made periodically for a definite period 
exceeding twenty years, section 56 sanctions the existing official 
practice, and directs that, as in the cases where the payment is 
to be made in perpetu.ty, or for an indefinite period not termin- 
able with life, the ad valorem duty is to be charged only on the 
total amount which will be payable in twenty years. 

Section 75 reproduces the provision of section 96 of the Act of 
1870 whereby agreements for leases for terms not exceeding 
thirty-five years are subject to the same duty as if they were 
leases, but it now includes also agreements for any indefinite 
term so as to bring these under the lowest of the three scales in 
the schedule. In section 87 (5) a chango in the wording of 
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gection 110 (2) of the Act of 1870 fixes the maximum duty on a 
collateral mortgage of copyholds at ten shillings. Hitherto the 
amount has been the ordinary ad ralorem duty on the grant or 
surrender as though not made upon a mortgage, but so as not to 
exceed the ad valorem duty on the principal security. In practice, 
however, the additional duty has been limited to ten shillings, 
and this practice is now expressly sanctioned. A further change 
with regard to mortgages is made by section 88. Under section 
107 of the Act of 1870, where the security was to cover future 
advances to an unlimited amount, it was to be available for such 
amount only as the ad ralorem duty actually impressed thereon 
extended to cover. Consequently any additional duty that 
might be required could only be impressed on payment of the 
penalty for insufficient pee ay This was altered with regard 
to equitable mortgages by the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 
1888, s. 15, and it was enacted that the agreement or memorandum 
of mortgage should, in respect of any further advance, be 
deemed to be a new and separate agreement or memorandum, 
and should be chargeable with fresh duty accordingly at the 
date when the further advance was made. The distinction 
between legal and equitable mortgayes is now removed, and by 
section 88 (2) it is provided, in general terms, that upon a 
further advance the instrument of mortgage is to be deemed a 
new and separate instrument, bearing date on the day on which 
the advance is made. 

The last change in the body of the Act is contained in section 





105, relating to settlements of reversionary interests, or of | 
property which is not immediately transferred. Under section | 
125 of the Act of 1870 provision was made for the case of the | 
settlement of money, stock, or securities by a person who had | 
only a reversionary interest therein, and the instrument was 
not to be chargeable with any further duty, by reason of its 
containing a covenant by the person entitled in possession to the 
interest or dividends to pay any yearly sum not exceeding the | 
amount of interest at four per cent. The present section extends 
this also to the case where such a covenant is introduced in con- 
sequence of the property not being transferred at the time of 
the settlement, and so authorizes an exemption which it has 
been customary to allow in practice. 

In the first schedule, which gives the actual amount of the | 
duties, a few changes of slight importance have been made. It 
will be sufficient to notice that the duty on awards is now 
expressly made to depend on the amount or value awarded—in 
the Act of 1870 it was fixed with reference to “the amount or 
value of the matter in dispute,” and doubts had arisen as to the 
meaning of this expression—and the penny duty on leases applies 
to terms “‘ not exceeding a year,” instead of to terms ‘less than 
a year,” as hitherto. 








THE NEW BANKRUPTCY MANSION. 


Ir would be difficult to conceive a greater contrast than that which 
exists between the new Bankruptcy Mansion and the Royal Courts | 
of Justice. The former was designed for business, the latter for 
beauty, and each may perhaps be said to have justified the pu of its 
designer, When all has been said that can be said against the Royal | 
Courts, the building still remains in many respects a fine architectural 
design, The facade to the Strand, with its many towers, its over- 
hanging turrets, and noble entrances, is admittedly a work of great 
excellence ; and the interior of the building, too, contains many fine 
features which, when all the abuse of allthe critics is forgotten, will | 
remain to impress and delight the beholder. But alas! when we 
come to examine its qualities from the point of view of practical 
utility we are compelled to climb down from our pedestal of admira- 
tion. Its corridors are dark and narrow; its windows are often so 
deeply sunk within their enclosing arches, and have been so narrowed 
for architectural effect, that the rooms within are dingy and sunless ; 
and the rooms themselves are small—far too small to answer all the 
pu for which they are required. 

e Bankruptcy Mansion is in almost all respects the opposite of 
this, Though not in any sense unsightly, it lays no claim to archi- 
tectural beauty. It is a square, solid building, standing with its back 
towards King’s College Hospital, and facing across the lawns of the 
Western annexe to the Law Courts. Its full front, therefore, is per- 
manently protected from the possibility of future obstruction of light 

y the erection of buildings. 'The windows throughout are large and 
y, and every room in the building has as much light as can possi- 
y be required, The staircases and the corridors, too, are well 








, as a lighting agent. 


lighted in every pert, and are broad enough for all practical purposes, 
being in fact wider than any of the cantlens in ae Law Courts: 


So far we have nothing but praise to accord ’to- the new building, 
but when we come to consider the four courts which the building 
contains, we confess that they appear to us to be too small. In 
saying this, however, we ought to add that the building is not yet 
complete, and it may be that the vacant plot of ground at the rear 
of the building, on which a wing is to be erected, will be utilized for 
a court of proper dimensions. The present courts are merely large 
rooms, and are not nearly as large, or as lofty, as the smallest of 
the twenty-four courts in the Courts of Justice building. ; 

A novel feature of the new building is the use of tiles on the walls. 
The courts are tiled up to a height of twelve feet from the floor with 
glazed tiles. The effect is good. The tiles are richly embossed in 
handsome patterns, and are set in panels. The colours are well com- 
bined and rich, and warm in tone.. But what a d ure in law 
courts’ wall-decoration! We are accustomed to oak panels, and 
book cases for law reports and books of reference, and to tapestry 
hangings and old carvings. But coloured tiles—and glazed too! 
This is something quite new. Let us devoutly hope they will not 
have to be covered up with hangings to prevent inconvenient echoes. 
Their acoustic properties may possibly be good, let us hope they will 
prove so. 

These tiles are used in all the corridors and in every room to be 
generally used by the public, though, except in the courts, they only 
extend to a dado about five feet from the floor. There is no denying 
their advantage from the point of view of cleanliness, and, therefore, 
to some extent, of health. They do not accumulate dust to any 
extent, and can be kept perfectly free from dirt by periodical wash- 
ing. They cannot, moreover, be written upon, nor can they have 
designs or initials scratched or carved upon them. 

The building is lighted throughout by electricity, and every light 
has its special tap like a gas burner, so that it can be turned on or 
off at will. Gas is dispensed with altogether, apparently, which, to 
say the least of it, shews unwonted confidence in the reliability of the 
electrical arrangements. It is not usual to rely solely on eleetricity 
: In most large buildings a gas jetis fixed side by 
side with every electric lamp in case of any accidental interference 
with the supply of electricity. But the matter has, no doubt, been 
carefully considered. 

On the third floor, at the top of the building, a well-appointed 


' kitchen has been provided, with all the latest fittings, and two large 


rooms «adjoining have been reserved for dining-rooms. This 


| arrangement contrasts favourably with that adopted at the Law 


Courts, where the kitchens and dining-rooms are in the basement, 
with the result that the smell of cooking ascends the open staircases, 
and spreads itself along the corridors. This may be a good method 
of advertising the proffered luncheons, but it is often extremely nn- 
pleasant. 

We have not touched upon the convenience which the new building 
will afford to members of the profession. It is at present too early to 
express any opinion on this point. There are a great many rooms in 
the building, and their precise purpose has not in all cases, we be- 
lieve, been determined on. Wemay perhaps be permitted to say that 
one of the very worst mistakes which could possibly be made in 
arranging for the transfer to the new building of the large staff of 
officials who carry on the work of the Bankruptcy Division 
would be to forget the professional public. It is of paramount im- 
portance that the convenience of the latter should be studied, and 
we do not hesitate to claim on their behalf that their requirements 
should be carefully considered, and that adequate arrangements 
should be made to mect them. 








REVIEWS. 
COMMERCIAL LAW. 

Tue Prixctrres or ComMERcIAL LAW, Witt AN APPENDIX OF 
STATUTES ANNOTATED BY MEANS OF REFERENCES TO THE TEXT. 
By Josern Hurst and Lord Rosgsrr Cxcth, Barristers-at-Law. 
Stevens « Haynes. 

The vbject of this work, as deseribed in’ the preface, ts to state 
within «a moderate compass the principles of commercial law. fh 
entering upon their task the authors naturally devote a chapter to the 
subject of contract in general, and then they take up in succession 
law of principal and agent; of companies; of carriage by land and 
sea and merchant shipping; of guarantee; of marine, fire, life, and 
accident insurance ; of sale; of stoppage én transite; of bills of ex- 
change ; of lien, pledge, and other chattell securities ; and of partner- | 
ship. To treat in detail of any of these matters within the limits of 
one volume is of course out of the question, but a vast amount of 
material bas been brought together, and has been presented with 
clearnoss and accuracy. The references to cases are numerous 
and include the most recent decisions, Tn referring to acknowledg- 
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ments, under 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, s. 5, of debts due upon specialty 

contracts, it is perhaps hardly correct to mention Joddam v. 

Morley as an authority for the proposition that the effect of the | 
acknowledgment is to set free the action generally as against all 
parties originally liable, without quoting also the opposite opinion | 
of Lord Cranworth, C., in Coope v. Cresswell (L. R. 2 Ch. 112). | 
Although the reasoning of the former case has been several times | 
approved, yet the latter has never been overruled. So, again, in | 
the chapter on companies we should hardly have expected the 

authors expressly to exclude, as they do at page 85, a statement 

of the present position of directors with regard to liability for mis- 

statements in the prospectus. But the wonder is, not that there 

should be an occasional omission, but that it has been possible to 

include so much, and, as an instance, we may refer to the chapter just 

mentioned, which, within the small compass of thirty pages, gives a 
useful outline of company law. In the chapters on bills of ex- 

change and on partnership the compilation of the book has been of 

course facilitated by the codifying statutes dealing with those subjects. 

The text of the Acts is reproduced in small type, and the work of the 
authors is confined to the insertion of occasional explanations. But 

elsewhere the statement of the law is due to their own research, and 
a good example of the care which has been taken will be found in the 
enumeration, at pp. 171-174, of the various modes in which a surety 
may be discharged from liability. In taking up a subject so exten- 
sive and ill defined as commercial law, it is a matter of difficulty to 
know what topics to treat of and with what fulness to discuss them. 
In both these respects the authors appear to have exercised a wise 
discretion, and, as their work is characterized also by ability and 
industry, the result is a readable and useful volume. 


LEADING CASES IN EQUITY. 


LEADING CASES IN MopERN Equity. By THomas Brett, LL.B., 
Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. William Clowes & Sons 
(Limited), 

We are glad to see that Mr. Bretc’s useful book has reached a 
second edition. It is still, indeed, possible ‘to object that the 
‘leading cases’ are too shortly given, and that the notes are 
frequently of a somewhat miscellaneous nature; while in many 
instances the steady progress of legislation has made it necessary to 
examine intv the provisions of statutes rather than to discuss doctrines 
of equity. The last point, however, merely concerns the title of the 
book, and perhaps its scope may be better described by saying that, 
under some seventy heads, it digests the recent decisions and statutes 
more especially relating to the business of the Chancery Division. 
In the four years which have elapsed since the publication of the first 
edition a large amount of material has of course accumulated, and 
the size of the volume has been increased by some forty pages; but Mr. 
Brett has also secured additional room by the omission of nine cases of 
minor importance, including Attree v. Hawe (9 Ch. D. 337), on the 
doctrine of impure personalty, a doctrine which will soon become 
obsolete in consequence of the Mortmain and Charitable Uses Act of 
last year. The provisions of this statute will be found at p. 82, 
under the leading case of Ie Cumpden Charities (18 Ch. D. 310). 
The only other change in the selected cases is that I?e South Durham 
Iron Co., Smith's case (11 Ch. D. 579), has been replaced by Wright v. 
Horton (12 App. Cas. 371), in which the House of Lords have dealt with 
the same subject —the validity of a non-registered mortgage given by a 
company to one of its directors. As to the notes, they appear to have 
been carefully brought up to date by the inclusion of the recent 
decisions bearing on the subjects dealt with, but the reader must 
expect to find rather a statement of each case in succession than a 
discussion of principles. Thus under Sutton v. Sutton (22 Ch. D. 
511), which is made the occasion for a very fragmentary dissertation 
on the Real Property Limitation Act, 1874, Newbould v. Smith (33 
Ch. D. 127) is stated at some length without any intimation of the 
fact that it appears to be founded upon reasons inconsistent with the 








the manner in which the subjects have been handled, but apart from 
this defect they are carefully compiled, and the present edition is 
likely to be as acceptable as its predecessor. ’ 


. 


POLICE LAW. 


THE METROPOLITAN PoLIceE GUIDE, BEING A COMPENDIUM OF THE 
CIvIL AND CRIMINAL LAW AFFECTING OR RELATING TO THE 
METROPOLITAN Pouice. By W. F. A. ARCHIBALD, M.A., one of 
the Masters of the Supreme Court, J. H. GREENHALGH, B.A,, 
Barrister-at-Law, and JAMES Roperts, M.A., LL.B., Barrister. 
at-Law. Eyre & Spottiswoode. 


This book, which is primarily published as a guide to the Metro. 
politan Police, will prove a useful handbook to many legal prac- 
titioners. The book is divided into three parts, the first part con- 
sisting of what may be called police Acts; the second part dealing 
with procedure; and the third part dealing with a variety of subjects 
in alphabetical order from ‘‘ Abduction”? to ‘‘ Women.” The plan 
adopted is to set out the material parts of the statutes affecting each 
subject, and at the beginning of each of the more important subjects 
to give a concise statement of the law relating to it. For instance, 
under “ Arrest without Warrant” there is a short statement as to 
the offences for which an arrest may be made, and by whom and 
how it may be effected. There is also, under ‘‘ Constable,” an ex- 
ceedingly useful statement of the law as to the special powers of 
constables to arrest offenders. Under the heading ‘‘Stage and 
Hackney Carriages ”’ it is interesting to see that by section 9 of the 
Metropolitan Public Carriage Act, 1869, the Secretary of State has 
power to compel hackney carriages (but it does not seem to extend 
to stage carriages, such as omnibuses) to carry a lighted lamp outside 
the carriage during the night, but we regret that we cannot find that 
this power has been exercised. Perhaps some future Home Secretary 
will be good enough to afford this slight protection to foot passengers 
in our London streets. We venture to suggest that in any future 
edition of this work a short statement as to the powers of the police 
with regard to the traffic in the streets, as well as their power of 
dealing with processions, should be given under the heading of 
‘The Metropolitan Streets Act, 1867.”” The book seems to be the 
result of a vast amount of labour and research, but it is only right to 
add, as the authors state in the preface, that it is founded upon Mr, 
A. J. Wood’s “Selection of Acts for the use of the Metropolitan 
Police”’ published in 1884. 








BOOKS RECEIVED. 


The Parliamentary Election Manual. A Practical Handbook on 
the Law and Conduct of Parliamentary Elections in Great Britain 
and Ireland, designed for the Instruction and Guidance of Candi- 
dates, Election Agents, Sub-Agents, Polling and Counting Agents, 
Canvassers, Volunteer Assistants, and Members of Political Clubs 
and Associations. By T. C. H. HeppEerwicx, M.A., Barrister-at- 
Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The Practice of the Land Registry under the Transfer of Land Act, 
1862, with such Portions of the Rules as are now in force, and General 
Instructions, Notes, Forms, and Precedents. By CHARLES FoRTESCUE 
BRICKDALE, B.A., Baryister-at-Law. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 


The Law of Life Assurance, including the Formation, Constitution, 
and Amalgamation of Assurance Companies, and Assignments and 
Equitable Liens arising in Connection with Life Policies. By CHARLES 
JoHN Bunyon, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Third Edition. By the 
Author and J. V. VEsEY FirzGErAp, Barrister-at-Law. Charles & 
Edwin Layton, 











judgment of the House of Lords in Chinnery v. Evans (11 H. L. C. 
129). This last case is quoted (p. 164) upon the effect of payment in | 
keeping alive a mortgage, but it is erroneous to refer at the same | 
time to Heath v. Pugi (7 App. Cas. 235) which deals with quite a | 
different matter. Under this head a full statement of Re Frisby (43 
Ch. D. 106) has properly been introduced, and at p. 198 will be found 
an account of the decision of the Court of Appeal in Marquis of 
Northampton v. Pollock (45 Ch. D. 190), since affirmed by the House 
of Lords. On the other hand, if, under Pearson v. Pearson (27 Ch. 
D. 145), a sale of goodwill, it was worth while to enter upon the 
general subject of covenants in restraint of trade, we should have 
expected a fuller note of the important decision of the Court of 
Appeal in Davies v. Davies (36 Ch. D. 359). Again, the note to 
Austerberry v. Corporation of Uldham (29 Ch. D. 750), which gives so 
many of the cases bearing on restrictive covenants, can hardly be 
said to be complete without a reference to the judgment of the House 
of Lords in Spicer v. Martin (37 W. R. 689, 14 App. Cas. 12). In 
general it may be said that the notes shew a want of proportion in 


CORRESPONDENCE. 
RECENT SCANDALS. 
[7'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—There can be no doubt that the manner in which certain recent 
cases have been conducted is such as to rouse the ire of any honest 
man. Some time has now elapsed since tle last of these wretched 
causes célébres has been completed, and as yet no word of protest has 
been heard from the Council of the Incorporated Law Society. 

In matters of this kind the profession expects the council to lead, 
not follow, and no time should be lost before a vigorous expression 
of opinion is issued by our representative body. . 

Every solicitor who inserts, or allows to be inserted, statements i 
| pleadings, instructions, or other documents, knowing them to be false, 
| but with the hope that some injury may be done to the other side, 
| should at once, if a member of the Incorporated Law Society, be 
| struck off the list of members, and the censure of the council should 
‘ be published against him. 
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The benchers of the various inns should also deal summarily with 
barristers offending in like manner. 

Let the council and the benchers do their duty fearlessly, no matter 
how highly placed the offenders may be. OswWALD MILNE. 








TRIBUNALS OF COMMERCE IN LIVERPOOL. 


Tur following report has been prepared by a Committee of the Incorpo- 
rated Law Society of Liverpool :— 

At the annual meeting of the society, held on the 13th November, 1891, a 
resolution was passed recommending the committee ‘to consider a scheme 
for the establishment of courts of commerce in Liverpool and other com- 
mercial centres, such courts to have summary jurisdiction in commercial 
matters, and arranged, as far as possible, so as to secure speed of trial, and 
finality of decision.’’ The question which the committee were thus recom- 
mended to consider, is one which has, twice at least, received the con- 
sideration of select committees of the House of Commons, before whom 
evidence was taken. It was a subject upon which the Judicature Com- 
mission issued a separate report in 1874, and it has been the subject 
of at least three Parliamentary Bills, two of which. entitled respectively 
“A Bill for Establishing a Tribunal of Commerce for the City of 
London,”’ and “A Bill conferring Jurisdiction on Tribunals of Com- 
merce,’’ were introduced in 1873, and the third, by Sir Albert Rollit, 
in the year 1890. It appears now to be receiving the attention of the 
London Chamber of Commerce, who are preparing a scheme intended for 
use in London, which may soon be expected to be made public. The Select 
Committee who reported upon the question in 1871, and the commissioners 
appointed under the Judicature Commission had the advantage of ascertain- 
ing the views of Liverpool witnesscs. The a Cotton Brokers’ 
Association, The Association of the Liverpool Corn e, The Liverpool 
East Indian and China Association, The Liverpool General Brokers’ 
Association, and The Liverpool Steamship Owners’ Association, all stated 
that they did not consider that for their purposes any advantages would 
result from the establishment of Tribunals of Soapualies in Liverpool. The 
Council of the Liverpool Chamber of Commerce expressed a similar opinion. 
It would be an error to infer that because the members of these important 
commercial bodies had expressed this view, they were satisfied that there was 
no foundation for the complaints which were then made, and with good 
reason, even more frequently than now, of the delay and expense involved in 
judicial procedure. They no doubt fully recognised both these serious evils, 
but they were able to point out that in the cases of the Associations of 
Merchants and Brokers each trade had adopted an arbitration system, com- 
pulsory upon its members, by which disputes were withdrawn altogether 
from courts of law and settled speedily, inexpensively and, in their 
opinion, satisfactorily. Since these opinions were exp’ , these associa- 
tions have increased in importance, and the arbitration system adopted by 
each of them in Liverpool has not become less popular ; but, on the contrary, 
has been extended to other trades, and become more firmly established. 
The committee, therefure, have no reason to suppose that any of these 
representative bodies of Liverpool merchants and brokers would now desire 
for their purposes the establishment of Tribunals of Commerce, to which it 
would be open to their members to refer their differences; on the contrary, 
they think it safe to assume that all of them would certainly oppose any 
system making recourse to such tribunals compulsory. Whilst the cases 
now falling within the scope of the Arbitration Rules of Trade Associations | 
are those which would naturally otherwise be dealt with by Tribunals of 
Commerce, yet it is obvious that there are cases arising out of commercial 
transactions which do not, or cannot from their nature, fall within 
the arbitration rules of any trade. Instances of such cases would be 
found in disputes arising out of contracts of fire and marine insurance ; 
contracts for the carriage of goods by land or water; upon bills 
of exchange, and similar instruments; between bankers and merchants ; 
between principals and their brokers; in respect of liens; and 
between employers and their clerks. With regard to all of these and 
others which might easily be mentioned, the question which the com- 
mittee are recommended to consider is still open. With regard to some of 
these, such as important actions arising upon contracts of carriage by sea 
and contracts of insurance, it may safely be predicted that no courts of 
commerce would be regarded as satisfactory tribunals. One difficulty 
which has always presented itself when this question has been discussed 
arises from the fact that the advocates of the introduction of Tribunals of 
Commerce are not agreed, as was pointed out by the commissioners 
appointed under the Judicature Commission, ‘‘as to the character 
of the tribunals which they wish to establish, or as to the class of cases 
that should come within their cognisance.”” The commissioners found that 
there was the greatest diversity of opinion ‘‘ as to whether the judges should 
be wholly commercial, or partly commercial and partly legal, whether the 
commercial members of the tribunal should be judges having an equal voice 
in the decision, or assessors or advisers only to the legal judge, who would 
in that case be the president of the court, whether the commercial members 
should be paid or not paid for their services, whether the tribunals should 
observe the ordinary rules of evidence, or be at liberty to admit anything as 
evidence which they may consider material to the point in issue, whether they 
should be guided by the principles laid down by the Supreme Court of Law 
or decide irrespectively of precedent, and according to their own views 
of what is just and proper in cach particular case, whether the parties should 
be allowed to be represented by counsel or solicitors, whether there should be 
{ny appeal, and in what cases and to what courts.’’ The commissioners 

de exhaustive inquiry into the systems prevailing in the countries in 
which tribunals of commerce are established, with the result that they found 





PR in some centres the mercantile, in others the legal element prevails, 
sometimes in the latter case to the exclusion of the commercial al ah 
The names of twenty-seven most eminent men were included in the Judica- 
ture Commissivn, and of these only three were able to recommend the 
adoption of Tribunals of Commerce. The othermembers of the commission 
considered that the principal advantages anticipated by the advocates of 
Tribunals of Commeree might be attained by substituting for the 
tribunal of judge and jury, a court presided over by a legal judge, 
assisted by two skilled assessors, who ‘‘could advise the judge as to any 
technical or practicai matters arising in the course of the inquiry.”” They 
concluded their report with the following passage :—‘‘ These provisions, we 
venture to think, would supply the judge with the uisite practical 
or technical knowledge to enable him to do justice between the parties. We 
hope that the Legislature will always provide sufficient judicial strength to 
obviate the great complaint as to delay, and that, under the new judicial 
system, of which the Judicature Act is the first fruit, effectual rules will be 
established to meet the other great grievance of expense.’’ The experience 
derived from nearly twenty years which have ela since the Judicature Act 
was passed is enough to show that these hopes of the commissioners have not 
been fully realised. Delay and expense have both been lessened, but they still 
exist to such an extent as to make the present state of thiugs intolerable, and to 
renew the suggestion that the solution of the difficulty is to be found in the 
establishment of Tribunals of Commerce. The committee are of opinion that 
if grounds for complaints of delay were removed, and if expense were 
further lessened, it would soon become apparent that there was no demand 
for the establishment of Tribunals of Commerce, The committee believe that 
so far as Liverpool is concerned, the cause of og se on the ground of 
delay would be removed if the principle of the Provincial Sittings Bill, 
promoted by this society and the Manchester Law Association in 1886, 
received the sanction of the Legislature. The provision of that Bill 
would have the effect of completely changing the assize system, and 
substituting a system by which local centres of the High Court would be 
established, with continuous sittings within the districts attached to them, 
such districts including as centres such places as Liverpool, Manchester, and 
Birmingham. The committee are of opinion that no change short of this 
will give to these important commercial centres the facilities for trial of 
actions to which they are entitled. It is quite possible that such a change 
as this would involve an increase in the number of judges, but this of course 
is no reason why its introduction should be delayed. The committee are of 
opinion that in London there should be a separate cause list for commercial 
cases, and that a rota of judges should be appointed to whom these cases 
should be assigaed. The procedure in the Admiralty Division of the 
High Court has afforded an excellent illustration of the possibility 
of speedy trials. It is not unusual to find a case tried on a day specially 
fixed for the purpose within a month after the happening of a collision. The 
result of this speed and certainty is that no complaints on the grounds of 
delay are urged in these important cases, except owing to the length of the 
long vacation, whereas if the same cases were taken to trial in the Queen’s 
Bench Division in London the state of things would at once be altered ; there 
would then be no certainty of the time for trial, and virtually the tribunal 
would of necessity be abandoned probably in favour of arbitration. Until the 
facilities for trial such as are afforded in the Admiralty Division are to be found 
in the Queen’s Bench Division, complaints of delay will continue, will be per- 
fectly well-founded, and will setasalty force sensible men of business to resolve 
that the tribunal is unsuited to the trial of commercial cases. The committee 
notice with great regret, that, owing to recent alterations in the Regulations 
of the Admiralty Division, as many as three cases for each day are now placed 
in the list for trial. The operation of this new rule has already led to incon- 
venience, and will Bored ~ increase the cost of trials. If complaints on 
the ground of delay were removed, there would still remain the just complaint 
of excessive expense. The committee believe that much might be done 
towards remedying this by such alterations in procedure as the following : — 
(a) The time for appearance might be shortened, and power might be given 
to shorten the time for pleadings, when nevessary. (6) The system of 
pleadings might in most commercial cases be simplified almost to the 
extent of abolition. (c) The plaintiff should be compelled to include 
in his writ or statement of claim all particulars which the defendant 
could reasonably require, and if an order for further particulars were 
made, it should ordinarily be at the plaintiff's cost in any event. The 
same principle should be applied to a counter-claim, (¢) One counsel 
only should be allowed in cases, other than test cases, involving a sum not 
exceeding £100. (¢) Appeals in interlocutory proceedings, or in any 
question of practice, might be strictly limited. (/) Wide discretion should 
be given to the judge in commercial cases to admit as evidence what is not 
strictly admissible when he considers it reasonable to do s9, in order to avoid 
delay and expense. In connection with this point the provisions in 
operation in the county courts (ord. 18, rr. 8, 10) might usefully 
be adopted. These provisions allow documents produced from proper 
custody to be read without further proof than the documents themselves, if 
in the opinion of the judge they appear to be genuine, and any objection 
made to the admission of such documents is at the peril, as regards costs, of 
the party objecting. They also permit the proof of particular facts by 
affidavit under reasonable conditions. (7) In many cases a system analogous 
to that of an originating summons in the Chance Division might usefully be 
adopted, for the purpose, for instance, of obtaining a decision upon the con- 
struction of a document. Most of the alterations here suggested could 
be effected by means of new rules and orders, and without an Act of 
Parliament. There are many other minor reforms which could easily be 
adopted, and which would tend in the direction of lessening expense. 
It seems to the committee that any demand for the establishment of 
Tribunals of Commerce can only be based upon the just ground of the delay 
and expense incurred in the settlement of commercial tes by trial in the 
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who are intrusted with the power of regulating the practice of the courts, to | 


remodel the system of procedure in these tribunals, so as to adapt them to 
the requirements of suitors. For these reasons the committee are not at 
present prepared to recommend any scheme for the establishment of courts of 
commerce in Liverpool. 


THE JUDGES TO THE RESCUE! 


Lorp Corermcer has addressed a lengthy letter, dated Dec. 22nd, to the 
Lord Chancellor, in the course of which he says :—‘* The Council of Judges 
must meet, I suppose, in January, under your presidency; and when it 
meets I propose to move for the appointment of a committee of our own 
body to consider, and after consideration to report to the Council 
upon such subjects as the following. I do not pretend to give an ex- 
haustive list of subjects. The circuit system as regards civil business, 
and in connection with this on the present system of venues; a subject 
of much difficulty, of very wide range, and of great importance, not only 
legally, but politically, using that word of course to the exclusion of party 

lities. The present block in the Chancery Division of the High Court, and 

w far the present practice of that division contributes to, orcreates it. The 
multiplication of the number of appeals which, with their attendaut costs, 
has been one of the evil effects of the Judicature Acts. The expenses of 
appeals to the House of Lords. The general costliness of litigation in our 
courts. The disappearance, or at least the great diminution, of commercial 
business; the causes of that diminution; and whether any attempts to 
bring it back to the courts of law be practicable or desirable. The 
desirability of some legal means of reviewing sentences in criminal 
eases. All these subjects are, I think, within the purview of the 
75th section. Doubts have been entertained as to the last, but 
I must confess I do not share them. The words of the section, 
especially of the latter part of it, are very large and wide; the Court of 
Criminal Appeal and the assize courts are made by the Judicature Act, 
1873, portions of the High Court; and the question of the jurisdiction 
of the Council under the 75th section is surely one which might be 
referred to the committee to discuss. That the subject is most 
important in itself, and one on which the attention of the public is 
being more and more fixed, no one, I think, can deny. In addition to 
two judges who have written to me, I know that many of the judges 
think that the working of the Judicature Acts and the machinery of our 
courts ought now to be thoroughly examined and discussed. Sharing to 
a& great extent their opinions, it seems to be my duty, as Chief Justice, to 
call the attention of the whole body of the judges to this important subject ; 
and I respectfully give you notice as Lord Chancellor of my intention to do 
so. Lord Cairns in one important change, and Lord Selborne in another, 
made use of the Council of Judges called under the 75th section of the Judi- 
cature Act, 1873. Since their time the section has been practically a dead 
letter, but it stands in the Act of 1875, and has never been repealed. 
no good reason why we should not take advantage of it.”’ 

To this the Lord Chancellor replied, under date 2nd January, in a letter in 
which he says :—‘‘I cordially agree with you that the power given by the 
Act of 1873 ought not to be allowed to remain unused. The Legislature 
certainly seems to have thought that the Council of Judges might properly 
suggest amendments of the law, and in prescribing to the Council the duty 
of reporting to the Secretary of State, I think that it must have been 
intended to cast a formidable responsibility upon the Government of the 
day if it made no attempt to legislate after a report from such a body as the 
Council of Judges had recommended legislation. Although I confess to 
sharing the doubt as to the language of the 75th section being intended 
to comprehend the administration of the criminal law, yet the subject of 
reviewing criminal se: tences is certainly one of great importance, and one 
upon which it would be very desirable to obtain the opinion of her 

ajesty’s judges. Indeed, I may say of all the topics you have indicated for 
diseussion that they are well worthy of consideration ; one of them, you will 
remember, was the subject of somewhat protracted {discussion on a former 
occasion. I mean the question of grouping certain counties for the purpose 
of civil business. It is, of course, impossible to express any opinion at 
present, until the various matters you refer to shall have undergone full 
disenssion. I only hope that the number of them may not prove a serious 
obstacie to their complete clucidation. 
will be likely to suit the judges, I will cause the Council to be summoned.” 


LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Wiiz1am Cuantes Woonnovsr, solicitor (formerly of the firm of 
Woodhonse, Trower, F reeling, & Parkin), of 5, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, 
died on Monday last at the age of thirty-eight. Mr. W.C. Woodhouse was 


the son of Mr. Henry Woodhouse, who was for many years senior partner in | 
He was admitted a solicitor in 1876, | 


the firm of Woodhouse & Parkin. 
and in 1879 became a partner in the then firm of Parkin, Pagden, & Wood- 
honse. Mr. Parkin died in 1885; Mr. Pagden having previously retired ; 
and in 1886 Mr. Woodhouse took into partnership Mr. Trower, Mr. 
Freeling, and Mr. M. L. Parkin. For some time Mr. Woodhouse’s 
health 
had ceased to attend to business. He was a man of ability, skill, 
and jndgment in the transaction of business, and his kindly and genial 
disposition will not be soon forgotten by his numerous friends in the 
profession. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, _ 


I see | 


If you will suggest a day which | 


been failing, and we believe that for more than two years he | 





Jan. 9, 1892. 
Mr. Joun Tuomas Crosstey, Q.C., died on Sunday last at the age of 

fifty-two. 

Counsel in 1880. He was a bencher of the Inner Temple. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Joun Cuaries Samvert Grenier, Attorney-General of Ceylon, has 
had the honour of Knighthood conferred upon him. He was called to the 
bar in 1884. 


The Hon. Wriiiuam Hoiimewortu QuayLe Jones, Chief Justice of 
Sierra Leone, has had the honour of Knighthood conferred upon him. 


Mr. C. H. Oumanney, solicitor (of the firm of Sutton, Ommanney, & 
Readod), of Nos. 3 and 4, Great Winchester-street, London, has beey 
appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. 





CITANGES IN PARTNERSHIP. 
DIsso.vrions. 


Joseru Brynzy and Arruvr Joun Bryney, solicitors (Binney & Sons), 
Sheffield. Dec. 31. 


Henry Isaacs Convurn and Wiii1am Smpson Youna, solicitors (Cobum 
& Young), 54, Leadenhall-street, London. Dec. 31. 


Frepertick Wi.1AM Steere and ALrrep TRESAWNA TRETHEWY, Solicitors 
Steele & Trethewy), Accrington. Dec. 22. 

Henry Witiiam Trinper, Arnotp Trixper, and Freperick Hray 
Capron, solicitors (Trinders & Co.), 47, Cornhill, London, E.C. May 31, 
1891. The business of the late firm is continued by the said Arnold 
Trinder and Frederick Hugh Capron, under the style of Trinder & Capron, 

[ Gazette, Jan. 1. 

Jarvis Kenrick and ALnert Putiine, solicitors (Kenrick & Pulling), 5, 

New-inn, Strand. Dec. 31. 


Cuarces Lamport and Henry Gerorcr Ranpart Atprinee, solicitors 
Lamport & Aldridge), 9, Portland-terrace, Southampton. Dec. 31. 


Becuer Tripp Pratr and Roxsert Hopexrnson, solicitors (Pratt & 
Hodgkinsons), Newark-upon-Trent. Dec. 31. The said Robert Hodgkin. 
son will continue to carry on the said business at Newark-upon-Trent 
aforesaid in his own name. 


Erxest Grorce Srrers, Wiui1amM Henry Martin, and Sypney WALgs, 
solicitors (Rooks & Co.), 16, King-street, Cheapside, London, and at 
Cheshunt. Dec. 31. The said William Henry Martin retires from the 
said partnership. [ Gazette, Jan. 5. 

ADMISSIONS. 

Mr. J. Tarry, solicitor, of No. 17, Serjeant’s-inn, Fleet-street, London, 
E.C., has admitted into partnership Mr. A. J. B. Suertock, and in future 
the business will be carried on under the name of Tarry & Sherlock. 

Messrs. Hunnarp, Son, & Eve, solicitors, of 110, Cannon-street, E.C., 
have admitted Mr. Cuartes Henry Eve and Mr. Percy Grorce HEernace 
into partnership. The name of the firm will remain as heretofore. 








GENERAL, 

A correspondent of the St. James’s Gazette, writing on the Abuse of 
Cross-Examination, says :—‘‘ My experience of litigation is limited to one 
case, I am happy to say; but the point at issue was amply illustrated in it, 
and there is little doubt that the remedy lies where you have placed it— 
namely, in the hands of the judge primarily, and in that of the witness m 
a less degree. I have a very clear recollection of what cook place. A 
young servant was called to prove the delivery of certain letters, and after 
she had done so the following dialogue took place: Eminent Cross- 
| examining Q.C.: Now attend to me, if _ please. During the time you 
| were in this situation was a locket belonging to the governess missed? 
| Judge (interposing before witness could answer): Are you going to press 
| that point? Eminent Q.C.: No, m’lord. Judge (warmly): Then allow 
| me to say that is a question that should not have been asked. Eminent 
| .C.: Your lordship will, I am sure, believe that I should not have asked 
| it unless it had been in my instructions. Judge (unappeased): Here’ is a 
young girl who only comes to prove formally what you yourself admit 
| took place, and you ask a question which may tend to ruin her character. 
| It is shameful. (Collapse of Eminent Q.C.). But the judge had not 

yunished him enough yet, and in his summing up he reverted to the 

incident in these terms : —‘‘ I consider it my first duty while sitting on the 
| bench to protect witnesses who come—often at great inconvenience and 
| annoyance to themselves—to this court. During the conduct of this case 
| an unwarrantable attack was made on the character of a young girl; and 
I take this opportunity of declaring that she leaves the court without a 





stain.’ (Applause in court, immediately suppressed).”” ‘The judge was 
| Sir James Hannen; the name of the eminent Q.C. I will leave to the 
| jmagination. 


i 


LAW SOCIETIES, 
LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At a meeting of the directors, held at the hall of the Incorporated Law 
Society, on Thursday, the 7th inst.—the following being present, viz: 
| Messrs. Laurence Desborough (chairman), Samuel John Daw, Arthur 

Elley Finch, Harry Curtis Nisbet, Sidney Smith, and Arthur Carpenter 
| secretary)—grants amounting to £25 were made to three non-members, 


He was called to the bar in 1863, and was appointed a Queep’s . 
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and the directors il that they had received intimation ‘that a 
legacy of £200 had been bequeathed to the association by the will of the 
late Mr. John Palmer Stocker, and that they had received a legacy of £100 
from the executors of the will of the late Miss Milbraham Baker Ashmore, 
and the ordinary general business was transacted. 








COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
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Dat AppraL Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
~ No. 2. Curry. Norra. 
MemMay, TAR. ..........0000000- 11 Mr. Leach Mr. Rolt Mr. Carrington 
12 Godfrey Farmer Lavie 
Leach Rolt Carringten 
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i Leach Rolt i nD 
Saturday . 16 Godfrey Farmer Lavie 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
STIRLING. KeKEWICH. Romer. 
Monday, Jan. ..............0.- 11 Mr. Beal Mr. Ward Mr. Jackson 
Tuesday Pugh Pemberton Clowes 
Wednesday Beal Wi Jackson 
Thursday Pugh Pemberten Clowes 
Frida: Beal Ward Jackson 
Satu Pugh Pemberton Clowes 
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COURT OF APPEAL. 
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Friday ©..... 26} Thursday —14$ 
Saturday” 27 | Chan final apps Friday _.....15...Mots and adj sums 
— awongg, Ae "1 Saturday ._.16...Sht caus, pets, and adj sum 
ures wg Mondav......18.. Sitting in cham! 
App motns ex pte—orgl Tuesda 19} 
| mots— —apps from ords made Wed ¥ "en ' General . 
Wed. ....... 2 on interlocutory mots ‘sep Thureday 2 es 
(ae a | Chan final apps if Frida y aS — Mots and adj sums 
. “ } Sht caus, pets, and adj sum 
“he ‘County Palatine apps ‘if y ..2 
dg a i pA mo Monday : s epeonaumregan 
riday uesda 
Saturday ' Chan final apps — scaled General paper 
N.B.—Lunacy Petitions (if any) are taken | Friday -..-.-29...Mots and adj sums 
in Appeal Court IT. on every Monday | Saturday ...30.. Sht caus, pets, and adj sum 
at Eleven until further notice. Mon., “ 1 Sitting in chambers 
= - sday 4 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. Didier.” 5. Mets and odj ome 
CHANCERY DIVISION. Saturday ... 6.. Sht caus, pets, and adj sum 
Cuaxcery Cover, I. Monday...... - _ Sitting in chambers 
onal . - Tuesday 
Me. Justice CHITTY. Weds 10 ' Geaeral paper 
Mon., Jan. -* Mots and non wit list Thursday . 
Tuesday .. 2) Friday ..... 12, Mots and adj sums 
. 3 Non wit list Saturday ...13...Sht caus, pets, t= adj sums 
Thursday ...14) pene Monday... 7 Sitting in chambe 
Friday .15...Mots and non wit list Tuesday ... 16) 
{ Pets, sht caus, procedure | Wed. ... a General paper 
Saturday ...16) sums, opposed pets, and | Thursday 
(non wit list Friday ... b Mots and adj sums 
Monday ......18...Sitting in chambers y ...20...Sht caus, pets, and adj sum 
Tuesday ...19) Monday. .....22.. Sitting in chambers 
Wednesday 20 (Non wit list | Tuesday .. 23) 
Thursday . 2 a1) be ra Wed. 24 > General paper 
Friday Mots and non wit list Thursday ...5 ) 
Pets, sht caus, opposed iday .26.. Mots and adj sums 
Saturday . pets, procedure sums, and Saturday 27. Sht caus, pets, and adj sum 
rie wit list | Monday... 29. Sitting in chambers 
Monday ....25...Sitting in chambers | Tues., Mar. 1 ) 
Tuesday ...26 j : | Wed. _ 2‘ General paper 
Wednesday 27 ' Non wit list | Thursday ... 3) : 
Thursday ...28) | Friday ...... 4. Mots and adj sams 
Friday ......29...Mots and non wit list | Saturday 5... Sht caus, pets, and adj sum 
{ Pets, sht caus, procedure 
Saturday ...30) sums, pets, and | Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
(non wit ' cause must be so marked in the cause 
Mon., Feb. 1...Sitting in chambers book at least one clear day before the 
Tuesday -. 2) same can be put in the paper to be se 
Wednesday ain Yon wit list . Two copies of — “ = 
Thursday 4 yposed judgment or order m me 
Friday. ‘ 5... Mots and non wit list ga oe the j s clerk the day 
{ Pets, sht caus, opposed | before the cause is to be put in the paper. 
Saturday ... ) nets, procedure sums, and | 
* non wit list | 
eats. Kee - Sitting in chambers Lorp CHANCELLOR’s Cover. 
Wednesday 10 i Causes with wits i Mr. Justice STIRLING. 
Thareday ...11 ., Jan. 11...Mots, adj sums, & gen 
Friday Mots and non wit list ~_ y 19 adj - 
; Pets, ates, eepusenpets, Wed. 13 $General paper 
Saturday ...18 ) procedure sums, non | ‘Thursday 
Monday ....15 Sitting ta chambers Cay -....: en ene eae 
Monday a : . + Sht caus, sum 
Tuesday ....16) Saturday ...16) = pa » 
Wed. Causes with wits Monday. ....18.. Sitting in chambers 
Thursday iH Tueaday 8\ 
Friday 19.. Mots and non wit list “aie General paper 
Pets, sht caus, procedure | ppursday 4) 
Saturday . 2 ‘ sums, opposed pets, and Friday _..22...Mots, adj sums, and gen pa 
non wit list e Sht ae | a. sum 
Monday ....22.. Sitting in chambers Satuniay .. 23} and = in 
Tuesday ...23) mday . = Nitting | in Fchamhers 
Wel. 24! Causes with wits ee = A 28) 
Thursday ...25 Wed. 27 * General paper 
Friday Mots and non wit list Thursday 3! 


Pets, sht caus, procedure 


Saturday ...27 | sums, a petns, and 


Friday by Mots, adj sums, and gen ps 
ws Sht —. 7 adj swms, 





(non wit li Saturday 
Monday 1 Sitting in chambers Mon., Feb. 1 Sitting in  — 
‘Tues,, Mar, 1, ‘ : y 2 
Wed. 2 ‘ Causes with wits Wed. ; General paper 
Thursday af a Thursday 
Friday 4 aren r- non wit list . Friday y Mots, adj sums and gen pa 
Sy t caus, opposer Sane 
| Saturday ... 5 f pets, jure sums, and | Sataniay Th} one _— adj ~ 
Laon ‘wit list | Monday 8 le in Schamshere 
Any cause intended to be heard as a short | Tuesday 
pos must be so — hy ... yd been 19 |General ner 
k at least one clear day ore arsday 
pang Ry S. in the paper to be so | Friday 12. Mots, adj sams, and gem pa 
heanl. Two copies of minutes ~ the | Saturday yg} Sat caus, pets, adj sams, 
yposed judgment or onter must de left ¢ and gen pa 
Bert with the judge's = = on yenday - Sitting in chambers 
x te ¥ 
day before the cause » pet in age _ aa 
Thursiay 1s! 


r. 
' rh Tn the weeks when sion a 
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Friday ...... ne ye , adj sums, and gen pa 
- } Sht ~ ae Pets, adj sums, 
Saturday ...20, 4, and ge 





Monday... Sitting i in | embers 
Tuesday ... 2) 

Wed. ......... ai General paper 

Thursday ... 

Friday ... 4 -Mots, adj sums, and gen pa 


~-'Sht caus, pets, adj sums, 
Saturday ...27 | and gen pa } 


Monday... 29 Sitting in chambers 
Tues., _ ta 
Wed.’ General paper 
Thursday. 3) 
Friday 4...Mots, adj sums, and gen pa 
Saturday - \Sht caus, pets, adj sums, 


ov 
¢ and gen p2 


Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
beok at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard, and the necessary papers, includ- 
——— of the proposed judgment ox 

must be left with the judge’s clerk 
one clear day before the cause is to be 
put into the paper 


Caavcery Covert, IV. 
Me. Jvstice KEKEWICH 


Tae following will be the Order of Business 
according to the days of the week : 

Monday (except Monday, January u - 
Sitting in Chambers. 

Tuesday, Wednesday except Wednesday, 


| Short Causes, 


April 13), and Thursday — Witness 
an tions, Non-W itness “Actions (includ: 
Further Considerations), or Adjou — | 
Summonse; as mentioned below. 
Friday—Motions and Non-Witness Actions 
or Adjourned Summonses. 
Saturday—Short Causes, Petitions, and 
Non-Witness Actions or Adjourned Sum- 


monses, 

Motions will also be heard on the first and 
last days of the Sittings — Monday, 
January 11, and Wednesday, April 13. 
Non- Witness Actions in the printed Cause 


List will have precedence over Adjourned 
| In re Contract, dated April 24, between M Harsant & anr and HL 


Summonses, except wee +4 any) for 
which days are specially fi 

Actions with Witnesses ‘will a be taken 
before Tuesday, February 2. 

Liverpool and Manchester Business will be 
taken a: follows: 

Motions on days appointed for Motions. 

Petitions, and Adjournel 
Summonses on Saturdays. 

Summonses in Chambers on Friday After- 


noons, Liverpool and Manchester Sum- | 


monses being taken on alternate Fridays, 
commencing with Manchester Summonses 
on Friday, January 15. 


Cuascery Covert, IIT. 
Me. Justice ROMER, 

Actions transferred for Trial or Hearing 
only will be taken in the order in the 
Cause List on every day of the Sittings, 
from 11th January to 13th April, both 
inclusive, 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
HILARY SITTINGS, 1892. 
Appear Covert I.—Nortices. 

N.B.—Queen’s Bench Interlocutory Appeals will be 
on Monday, January 11, and afterwards on every 
Sittings. 

N.B.—Subject to Interlocutory Appeals on Mondays and Bankruptcy | 
Appeals on Fridays, and also subject to the New Trial Paper, Queen’s 
| 
| 


taken in Court I. 
Monday in Hilary 





Bench Final Appeals will be taken every day during the Sittings until 
further notice. The Net Trial Paper will be taken in alternate weeks as 
heretofore, commencing on Tuesday, January 19. 

N.B.—Admiralty Appeals ‘with Assessors) will be taken in Court I. on 
days specially appointed by the Court, notice of which will appear in the | 
Daily Cause List. 

Appear Covet II.—Nortices. 

N.B.—Interlocutory Appeals from the Chancery and Probate and Divorce 
Divisions will be taken in Court II. on M. mday, January 11, and after- | 

wards on every Wednesday in Hilary Sittings. 

N.B.—Subject to Chancery Interlocutory Appeals on Wednesdays, 
Chancery Final Appeals will be taken every day in Court II. until further 
notice. 

Appeals from the Lancaster Palatine Court 


if any) will be taken in 


Court II. on on Thursday, January 14, on Thursday, February 4, on 

Thursday, March 3, and on Thursday, April 7: see Notice at end of List 

of Palatine Appeals. 
Lunacy matters will be taken in Court II. on every Monday, at 11 | 


o’clock, until further notice. 
Aprzits ror Hearine 
Set down to Thursday, 
FROM THE CHANCERY AND PROBATE AND DIVORCE 
DIVISIONS. 
For Judgment. 

In re Bell Bros ld & Co's Acts (application to rectify regis _— app of Co 
& T Bell & ors from order of Mr Justice Chitty, dated 21 July, 1891 
feav Nov 3, present Lords Justices Lindley, Bowen, 
Dec 17, S O till Jan 26 

Duke of Sutherland + Heathcote app of pit from judgt of Mr Justice 
Vaughan William: ‘sitting as an additional Judge 
Division), dated 3 Ang, 1491 (c a ¥ Dec 19- present Lords Justice 
Lindley, Bowen, andl Fry 

For Hearing 
Final List 
1891. 

In re Satauel Hurst, dec, Addison v Topp 
Justice Chitty, on farther consideration, dated Feb 4 May 14 (SO 
till Counsel instructed to appear for guardian by order of Nov 6) 

v Homfray Fothergill v Collins app of plts in first 
order of Mr Justice Stirling, dated 23 April, 1890, on fur con July 2 

Adams + Adams Adamsyv Adams app of pit from judgt of Lord Justice 

po | (sitting as an additional judge of the Chancery Division), dated 29 
duly, 1890 July 14 

Penh’ s Co-operative Permanent Building Soc v Shaw 
peteon from judgt A Mr Justice North, dated 18 June July 31 (dis- 
wired on Nov 25 in default of appearance restored Nov W op payment | 


A conts of day) 

Aleck ¥ pawn app of pits from judgt of Mr Justice Romer, dated Aug | 
% § 

Hall v ait app f deft T E Hall from judgt of Lord Justice Fry (sit- 


ting as an additional judge of the Chancery Division), dated Aug 4 
Nov 10 





| Heenan v Ives 


} 
j 
December 31, inclusive). 


a Fry—on | 


of the Cpamoery | 


app of plt from order of Mr 


action from | 


app of deft in | 


Probate. Rushford v Morgan & ors app of Defts ‘from judgt judgt of the 
President, dated 2 Nov, at trial without a jury and appln for leave to 
read fresh evidence Nov 11 

Stirling v The Passburg Grains Syndicate, ld app of Defts from judgt 
Mr Justice Romer, dated 19 Nov Nov 23 

Ward v The Royal Exchange Shipping Co, 1d app of Lancaster, Spier & 
Co from order of Mr Justice Chitty, dated 13 Nov, directing Interest 
and Costs to be added to Security Nov 30 

Siddall v Vickers, Sons & Co, ld app of Deft Co from order of Mr, 
Justice Kekewich, dated 12 Nov, and motion for leave to app from 
previous order, dated June 22, 1889 Dec 2 


Florenc? & V & P Act, 1874 
Justice Kekewich, dated 19 Nov 

In re J H Craven & ors Close y Craven 
ors from order of Mr Justice Chitty, dated 3 Nov, 
payable to creditors paid in full Dec 5 

Jahncke v R Bell & Co, 1d app of Defts from judgt of Mr Justice Romer, 
dated 30 Oct Dec 8 

In re The Moss Bay Hematite Iron & Steel Co, 1d, & Co’s Acts app of 
G Wilson from order of Mr Justice Chitty, dated 17 Nov, in favour of 
liquidator on Hope’s claim to cash dividend Dee 8 

In re Hansard Publishing Union, ld, & Co’s Acts app of J Esson on 
behalf of unsecured creditsrs from order of Mr Justice Chitty, dated 4 
Dec, that certain creditors are debenture holders, and for affixing seal 
of Co to debenture deed Dec 9 

Twyerould v The Chamber Colliery Co app of Defts from judgment of 
Mr Justice Vaughan Williams (sitting as an additional Judge of the 
Chancery Diuision), dated 21 Nov, and cross-notice by Pltff of contention 
as to compensation Dec 9 

Carter v Silber app of M A Silber from jdgt of Mr Justice Romer, dated 
29 May, and cross-notice by plt of contention as to annuity Dec 9 

Johnson v Edge app of dft from jdgt of Mr Justice Mathew (sitting for 
Mr Justice Stirling) dated 4 Dee Dec 10 

Probate Paton v Ormerod (J V Paton & ors interveners) app of dfts 
from jdgt of Mr Justice Jeune, dated 1 Dec, pronouncing against will 
Dec 10 

Chamberlyn y Allen & Sons app of plt from order of Mr Justice Keke- 
wich, dated 24 Nov, affirming certificate made under order for account 
Dec 14 (security ordered Dec 18) 

In re Woollcombe, dec Woollcombe v Woollcombe (construction of will) 
app of dfts J M Woollcombe & anr from jdgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated 24 Nov Dec 17 

In re J R Palmer’s Estate Le Maire v Webb app of dft K G Lambert 
from judgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 25 Nov Dec 22 

Bruce v Stuart app of C HS Bruce from crder of Mr Justice Chitty, 
dated 11 Dec, as to division of fund in court Dec 23 

Talbot v Talbot (redemption under Aston’s Estate Act, 1863) 
from jdgt of Mr Justice Chitty, dated Dec 10 Dec 30 

In re Foster, dec Eteen v Foster (construction of settlement trusts) app 
of dft W V Foster from jdgt of Mr Justice Chitty, dated Dec 3 Dec 30 


app of Purchasers from order of Mr 
Dec 3 

app of Defts W H Townsend & 
that interest not 


app of plt 


From the County Palatine Court of Lancaster. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1891. 
app of plt from order of the Vice-Chancellor, dated Dee 
21, refusing to continue interim injunction restraining deft from inter- 
ference with execution of contract Dee 30 


(Final List.) 

In re Wm Townson, dec Expte Jane Townson (construction of will) appl 
of Jane Townson from order of the Vice-Chancellor, dated 4 May, as to 
what fund liable for payment of legacy Oct 12 

In re Henry Greenwood, dec Priestley v (rriffiths app of defts the 
Liverpool Reversionary Co, ld from judgt of the Vice-Caancellor, dated 
5 August, 1891 Oct 19 

Fraser v Nevins, Welsh, & Co app of plt from judgt of the Vice-Chan- 
cellor, dated 10 Nov, 1891, affirming registrar’s report under order, 
dated Oct 28,1891 Dec 2 (security ordered Dec 18, 1891 

Hesketh v Hesketh p of pit from judgt of the Vice-Chancellor, dated 
23 Feb, 1891, for deft on claim and counter-claim Dee 8 

| Henthorn v Fraser app of plt from jndgt of the Vice-Chancellor, dated 


| Dec 8, 1891, dismissing action Dec 24 
i 
From the Chancery and Probate and Divorce Divisions, 
Iuterlocutory List. 


| 

1891. 

| Johnstone v Von Heidenstam app of R ‘TI’ M Moore from order of Mr 

| Justice Chitty, dated 10 August, 1891, dismissigg motion to add applut 
as deft Aug 25 (security ordered Oct 26) 

Deane v The Mayor, &c. of Ramsgate app of plts from order of Mr 

| Justice North, dated 40 Oct, = ale to restrain defts from using 
Arklow-square, Ramagate, as a public garden Nov 20 

Blumberg v Hyde app of deft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
4 Dec, for farther affidavit in answer to 17th interrogatory Dec 23 

Brown v Lickorish app of plt from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 

| 5 Dee, refusing liberty to ise attachment for non- compliance with 

| order of 11 May for verified account Dec 28 

| Divorce M Kippax, petnr v Jno Kippax, respondent app of reapt Jno 

| Kippax from order of Mr Justice Jeune, dated 21 Dec, giving liberty for 
petor to remain in possession under writ of ejectine nt, until claim 
sativfied Dec 40 
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FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH AND ADMIRALTY DIVISIONS. 
For Hearing. 
Final List. 
1890. 

Rogers, Sons & Co v Lambert & Co app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice 
Day, dated 4 July, at trial wihedl« jury in Middlesex —allowed 17 
Nov, 1890, by Master of Rolls and Lords Justices Lindley and Lopes 
(restored to be in paper on a day to be appointed, for claimants to be 
heard) ia 

1891. 


Liverpool District Registry Jones v Grierson appl of deft from judgt of 
Mr Justice Charles (for Mr Justice Kekewich), dated May 2, at trial 
without a jury at Liverpool] June 5 

Cross & ors v Fisher ors app of dfts J Hodgson & ors from judgt of 
Mr Justice Mathew, dated 6 June, at trial without a jury at Leeds 
Cross & ors v Fisher & ors app of dft J Fisher from same judgt Cross 
& ors v Fisher & ors app of dft D Brown from same judgt Cross & ors 
v Fisher & ors app of I) Redfearn from same j Cross & ors Vv 
Fisher & ors app of dft R R Hodgson from same judgt Cross & ors v 
Fisher & ors app of dft J Hayes from same judgt Cross & ors v 
Fisher & ors app of dfts T B Mather & anr from same judgt June 
18 

Dickinson & anr v Fanshaw & anr app of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Charles, dated 6 June, at trial without a jury at Stafford June 20 

Davies & ors v Chadwick & anr app of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Lawrance, dated 16 June, at trial without a jury in Middlesex June 25 

Pritchard vy Humphreys app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, 
dated May 15, at trial without a jury at Beaumaris June 25 

Dobbs v Brain & anr app of plt from judgt of Baron Pollock, dated June 
19, at trial without a jury in Middlesex June 25 

Gates vCannon app of plt from jndet of Mr Justice Wright, dated June 
15, at trial without a jury in Middlesex Gates v Cannon & Gaze app 
of pit from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated June 15, at trial without 
a jury in Middlesex June 29 

Bailey & Son v Hart & anr app of pit from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, 
dated June 16, at trial without a jury in Middlesex June 30 

Green v Marsh & ors app of dfts A & F Marsh from judgt of Mr Justice 
Wright, dated June 24, at trial without a jury in Middlesex Green v 
Marsh & ors app of W J Newell from same judgt July 1 

Dinn v Grover app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Lawrance, dated 19 
June, at trial without a jury in Middlesex ae 2 

Bircham vy Wade app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Lawrance, dated 
20 June, at trial without a jury in Middlesex July 6 

W W Hughes & Co v Leigh and anr app of dft Maceroy from judgt of Mr 
; —_ Lawrance, dated 19 June, at trial without a jury in Middlesex 
vuly i 

Morton v Grosvenor and anr app of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Lawrance, dated 5 June, at trial without a jury in Middlesex July 8 

In re An Arbtrn between The Met Ry Co & The Met District Ry Co app 
of The Met Ry Co from judgt of Justices Denman & Wills, dated 4 July, 
on special case stated by arbitrator under Met & Met Dist (City Lines 
and Extensions) Act, 1879 July 10 

Dawes vy Thomas & ors app of pit from judgt of Mr Justice Wills, dated 
ag on fur con in London after trial without a jury at Birmingham 
July 13 

Lafone v Ronaldson & Co app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Collins, 
dated 22 April, at trial without a jury in Middlesex July 14 

Ship Zeta WH Turner vy The Mersey Docks & Harbour Board app of 


pits from judgt of the President, dated 27 Feb, 1891 July 14 (without 
assessors) 
The Stamford, Spalding, and Boston Banking Co, ld vy Smith app of pits 


from judgt of Mr Justice Vaughan Williams, dated 6 July, at trial with- 
out a jury at Leicester July 15 

Lewis vy Bevan app of daft from judgt of Mr Justice Charles, dated 15 
May, at trial without a jury in Middlesex July 16 

Winstanley v Smith app of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham, 
dated 17 June, at trial without a jury in Middlesex July 18 

Birmingham Canal Navigation Proprietors v Hickman (Q B Crown Side) 
app of Birmingham Canal Navigation Proprietors from judgt of Justices 
Cave and Charles, dated 10 July, affirming order of Sessions on case 
stated by Justices July 20 

Longman & Co v Hill app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice A, L. Smith, 
on fur con dated 9 July, on point of law July 23 

How v The London & North Western Ry Co (Q B Crown side) app of 
pit from judgt of Justices Cave & Charles, dated 7 July, affirming judgt 
of His Honour Judge Holl at Leighton Buzzard County Court July 25 

Edleston v Siddall app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice A. 1. Smith, 
_ dated 29 June, after trial without a jury at Leeds July 25 

Ungar (trading, &c) v Sugg & ors app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice 
Wright, dated 30 June, at trial without a jury in Middlesex July 25 

In re an ee of Pickering, Phipps & ors (exors & trustees of 
Pickering Phipps, dec) against the London & North Western Ry Co and 
The Great Northern Ry Co appl of applicants from so much of judgt 
& orders of Mr Justice Wills, Sir Frederick Peel and Viscount Cobham, 
dated June 26, as dismissed appellants’ application Tn re an Application 
of Pickering, Phipps & ors (exors & trustees of Pickering Phipps, dec) 
against the London & North Western Ry Co, The Great Northern Ry Co 
and The Manchester, Sheffield and Lincolnshire Ry Co appl of appli- 
cants from similar judgt In re an Application of Pickering, Phipps & 
ors (exors and trustees of Pickering Phipps, dec) against The London & 
North Western Ry Co appl of applicants from similar judgt July 27 

Ringrow v Rogers appl of pltf from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, date< 


Cay v Farnworth applof pltis from judgt of Mr. Justice Day, dated July 
7, at trial without a jury at Newcastle-upon-Tyne August 1 

Williams v London & North Western Ry Co appl of defts fro ae < 
Mr Justice Charles, dated May 8, delivered in don after trial wi t 
a jury at Birmingham A t 4 

The Durham & Northumberland a oe Permnt Building Soc 
(incorporated) v Davidson app of dft judgt of Mr Justice Day, 
dated July 17, at trial without a jury at Durham Aug 4 

In re Duty upon Bootham Ward Strays, York The Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue v Scott & ors pasture masters (QB Revenue Side) ag) 
of Commissioners from order of Justices Denman and Wills, dated Ju 
9, on special case as to Corporation Duty Same v Same app of pasture 
masters for reversal of part of same j Aug 4 

Pocock v Richardson app of dft from judgt of Mr Justice A L Smith, 
dated June 1, at trial without a jury in Middlesex Aug 5 

Furness vy Tennant & Co app of plt from ju of Mr Justice Wright, 
dated July 21, at trial without a jury in Mid x Augi 

Moore & Co v Reid & anr app of plts from judgt of Mr. Justice Wright, 
dated July 31, at trial without a jury at Liverpool Aug 7 

Pinhorn v Dixon & Cardus, ld app of dfts from judgt of Mr. Justice 
Cave, dated Aug 1, at trial without a jury at Winchester Aug 12 

Devenish vy Waters (sued, &c) & anr app of plts from judgt of Baron 
Pollock, dated 25 July, at trial without a jury at Stafford Aug 14 

Edwards v Williams app of deft from part of judgt on counter claim, 
dated 20 July, as wrong upon findings at trial before Mr Justice 
Lawrance and a special jury at Beaumaris Aug 17 

Wainwright & anr v Edgell app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Den- 
man, dated 8 Aug, at trial without a jury in Middlesex Ang 19 

Keatch & ors v Squire app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Charles, 
dated 5 Aug, at trial without a jury in Middlesex Aug 19 

Briggs v Pike . app of defts Mackay & the Army & Navy House Furnishing 
Co ld from part of judgt of Mr Justice Charles, dated 10 Aug, at trial 
without a jury in Middlesex Briggsv Pike app of deft Pike from same 
judgt Aug 21 

Wilkinson v Houghton Main Colliery Co app of deft Co from judgt of 
Mr Justice Grantham, dated 6 Aug, at trial without a jury at Leeds 
Aug 21 

Taylor, Sons and Co v Smith app of plts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Wright, dated 3 Aug, at trial without a jury at Lancaster Aug 29 

Bagge v Whitehead app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Wills, dated 21 
July, at trial without a jury in Middlesex _ Oct 22 

Fardell & Co vy Cohen app of deft from jadgt-of Mr Justice A L Smith, 
dated 8 July, at trial without a jury in x Oct 23 

Young & aur trading, &c v Hall app of pits from judgt of Mr Justice 
Wright, dated 5 Aug, at trial without a jury at Liverpool Oct 24 

Guest v Hannah app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham, dated 
11 Aug, at trial without a jury at Leeds Oct 30 

Dimsdale & Co & ors v Wilkinson & anor app of deft J T Jarvis from 
judgt of Mr Justice Charles, dated 25 June, at trial without a jury in 
Middlesex Nov 2 

Alexander v Jenkins & anr app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Grantham, dated 12 June, at trial with common jury in Middlesex 
(new trial not asked for) Nov 4 

Brand vy Humphery & ors app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Denman, 
dated 8 Nov, at trial with a special jury in Middlesex (plt nonsuited) 
Nov 9 

O'Neill v Everest app of plt from jdgt of Mr Justice Cave, dated Nov 3, 
at trial with common jury in Middx (verdict for plt—entry of judgt for 
dft by direction of judge) Nov 11 

The Hawkins Hill Consolidated Gold Mining Co, ld vy Want, Johnson, & 
Co app of dfts from jdgt of Mr Justice Cave, dated May 12, at trial 
without a jury in Middx Nov 11 

Warburton, on Yehalt of certain members of Huddersfield Industrial Soc, 
ld y The Huddersfield Industrial Soc, ld (Q B Crown Side) app of dfts 
from judgt of Justices Mathew & A L Smith, dated 3 Nov, affirming 
jdgt of county court Nov 11 

Latimer, Clark, Muirhead, & Co v Francis app of plts from jdgt of Mr 
Justice Grantham, dated 6 Nov, at trial without a jury in Middx Nov 18 

Ballard vy Church € ors app of i. from jdgt of the Lond Chief Justive, 
dated 2 May, after trial on 23 March, with a special jary at Bristol 
(verdict for plt with leave te move for jdgt—on mot in London, jdgt 
for daft) Nov 16 

Good & Co v Isaac & Sons app of dfts from jdgt of Mr Justice Charles, 
dated 4 Nov, at trial without a jury in Middx Nov IS 

Willett vy McLean app of dft from jdgt of Mr Justice Charles, dated 29 
Oct, at trial without a jury in Middx’ Nov 19 

Jenkinson & aur v Bullock app of dfts from jdgt of MrJustice Grantham, 

— 6 Nov, at a or a jury in rede wy hd ek 

MeGrigor v Hart & anr from defts | a on jock, dated 
9 Nov with a jury in Middiesex (findings: not complained of) Nov 20 

In ve Lunacy Act, ma and In r@ Jane Noyce, a pauper lunatic of West 
Ham Union F. EB. Hilleary to ians v Richard Noyce & anr 

and the Bank of England GP. Crown Side) app of pit from judgt of 

Justices Mathew & A. L. , dated 30 Oct setting aside onder for 

transfer of console in lunatic’s name to pit on app from judgt 

at trial before His Honour Judge Prentice at Bow Nov 20 

Sutton ¥ Baillie from judgt of Mr. Justice Cave, dated 29 Oct 
at trial without @ Middlesex Nov 20 

1 (Q.B, Crown Side) 


Sandgate District of H 







th ¢ J E Keene 


app of att from j ustices and Grantham (diss) dated 5 Not 
nning judgt of Court Judge Nov 4 


of deft from judgt of Mr. Justice Denman, 





June 8, on fur con after trial without a jury in Middlesex July 28 








Wilkinson v ylor 











dated 18 Nov at trial with a jury in Middlesex (new trial not asked for) 
Nov 25 
Rose v The Bank of Australasia app of defts from judgt of Mr. Justice 
Lawrance, dated 12 Nov at trial without a jury in Middlesex Dec 1 
Jacobson v Lister app of plt from judgt of Baron Pollock, dated 10 Nov 
at trial without a jury in Middlesex Dec 9 
In re an Arbitration between McIntosh and The Pontypridd Improve- 
ments Co, 1d -McIntosh v The Pontypridd Improvements Co, ld app 
of The Pontypridd Improvements Co, ld from judgt of the Lord Chief 
- Justice and Mr. Justice Wright, dated 4 Dec on special case stated 
by arbitrator Dec 11 (To come on with Interlocutory Appeals, by 
order) 
Chappell v Elliott app of deft from judgt of Mr. Justice Hawkins, dated 
14 Nov delivered in London on fur con after trial without a jury on 9 
Aug at Birmingham Dec 12 
H M Attorney-Gen at the relation of certain Local Boards v The Mayor, &c 
of Oldham app of pltfs from judgt of Mr Justice Collins, dated 29 Oct 
at trial without a jury in Middx Dec 17 
Dawe v Fairweather £ anor (Q B CrownSide) app of pltf from judgt of 
The Lord Chief Justice and Mr Justice A L Smith, dated 10 Dec affirm- 
ing judgt of County Court Judge Dec 18 
Woolford’s Trustee in Bankruptcy v M Levy& Co app of pitf from judgt 
of Mr Justice Cave, dated 17 June at trial without a jury in Middx 
Dee 21 
Lee v Dangar, Grant & Co & ors app of pltf from judgt cf Mr Justice 
Denman, dated 14 Dec at trial without a jury in Middx Dec 21 
The Castlegate Steamship Cold v Arthur Dempsey & Co app of defts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated 28 Nov at trial without a jury 
in Middx Dec 25 
FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
New Trial Paper. 
1891. 
Sturges & Wife v Great Western Ry Co appln of Pitff for judgt or new 
trial on app from verdict and judgt, dated 4 August, at trial before the 
Lord Chief Justice at Birmingham Oct 23 
Chancery action (Kekewich, J) In re Catherine Hughes, dec Williams v 
Owens applin of Pitffs for judgt or new trial on app from verdict and 
judgt, dated 31 July, at trial before Mr Justice Wright with a special 
jury at Liverpool (Oct 28 
% Thompson v Finney appln of Pitffs for judgt or new trial on app from | 
judgt, dated 12 Nov, on further consideration in London, after trial 
before Mr Justice Lawrance on March 19-20, with a special jury at 
Liv 1 Nov 28 
Brown & ors v Linton appln of Deft for new trial on app from verdict 
& judgt, dated 21 Nov, at trial before Mr Justice Wright & a common | 
jury at Guildhall Nov 30 
Alcock, trading, Ke v Mercer appln of Pitff for judgt or new trial on 
app from verdict and judgt, dated 25 Nov, at trial before Mr Justice 
Wright & a common jury at Guildhall Dec 1 
Ratcliffe v Esans appln of Deft for judgt or new trial on app from 
jadgt, dated 21 Nov, on further consideration in London, after trial 
before Mr Commissioner Bompas, QC, on 31 July, with a jury at 
Chester Dec 4 
Watts v Atkinson & ors appln of Deft Smeed for judgt or new trial on 
app from verdict and judgt, dated 2% Nov, at trial before Mr Justice 
Denman & a special jury in Middlesex 
Watts v Atkinson & ors appin of Defts Collier & anor for judgt or new 
trial on app from same jndgt Dec 5 
Margetson & ors ¥ Glynn & ors appln of Defts, except Bevan & Co, for 
judgt or new trial on app from verdict & judgt, dated 10 Nov, at trial 
before Mr Justice Hawkins and a special jury in Middlesex, and cross- 
notice by Pitffs of contention that judgt be entered for Pltff« with 
costs Dec 9 
tumsey & anr v Edwards appinof deft for judgt or new trial on app from 
verdict and judgt, dated 4 Dec at trial before Mr. Justice Hawkins with 
a special j in Middlesex Dec 11 
Usher & Cov Hilton appln of pits for judgt or new trial on app from 
verdict and judgt, dated 4 Dec at trial before Mr. Justice Denman with 
a special jury in Middlesex Dec 11 
Webb + London White Lead Manufacturing Co, 1d & ors appln of pitf 
for jadgt or new trial on app from verdict and judgt, dated 9 Dec at | 
trial before Mr. Justice Hawkins and a special jury in Middlesex, and | 
netice of appeal by deft« in the event of plt’s appeal being allowed | 
Dec 12 
Koyal Aquarium & Summer & Winter Gardens Soc, ld ¥ Parkinson appln | 
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at trial before Mr. Justice Hawkins and a special jury in Middlesex | 
Dec 12 

Smith v¥ Reynolds appin of deft for judgt or new trial on app from verdict 
om judgt, dated 7 Dec at trial before Mr. Justice Denman and a special 
jury im Middlesex Dee 12 


jal f at Lancaster Dew 14 





Mr. Justice Denman and a special jury in Middlesex Hansard v 
Lethbridge & ore = appinof dcit Collins for judgt or new trial on app 
from wasnt: j Dec 14 
Vitzom & ors + Caicraft & one appin of deft Sir H Calcraft for judgt or 
new trial on from verdict and judgt, dated 10 Dec at trial before 
Mr Jastive Collins and a opecial jury at Liverpool Dec W 
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A dett for judgt or new trial on app from verdict and judgt, dated 7 Dec | 


James ¥ Somes appin of pit for judgt or new trial om app from verdict | 
and judgt, dated 24 Nov at trial before Mr. Justice Lawrance with a| In re an Arbitration between Wilson & Son and the Eastern Countie: 


per 
Haneard v Lethbridge & ors appin of defta Lethbridge & ors for judgt | 
om new trial on app from verdict and judgt, dated 10 Dec at trial before | 
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Bird v Swatheridge & anr appln of Pltff for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated 13 Nov at trial before Mr Justice Denman 
and a special jury in Middlesex Dec 30 


FROM PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION. 
(ADMIRALTY.) 
For Hearing. 
With Nautical Assessors.’ 
1891. 

Ship P Caland (damage) The Glamorganshire Steamship Co, 1d v The 
Owners of Steamship P Caland and Freight app of dfts from jdgt of 
Mr Justice Jeune, dated 3 June, 1891 June 10 

Ship Waldridge (damage) R B Ballantyne & ors v E R Dixon & ors 
Owners of Steamship Waldridge app of dfts from jdgt of Mr Justice 
Jene, dated 30 May, 1891 June 17 

In re Ship Albano (damage) Owners of Steamship Meggie v Owners of 
Steamship Albano app of plts from jdgt of the President, dated 29 
June, 1891 July 6 

Ship Saxon Prince (damage) Rowan & ors v Owners of the Saxon Prince 
and Freight appl of Defts from judgt of the President, dated 6 Nov, 
1891 Dec 23 

Ship Merchant Prince (damage) Owners of the Catalonia v Owners of the 
Merchant Prince appl of Plts.from judgt of the President, dated 11 
Nov, 1891 Dec 23 

Ship Dictator (salvage) 
Owners of the Steamship Dictator, her Cargo and Freight 
Defts from judgt of the President, dated 26 Nov, 1891 Dec 30 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Sitting in Bankruptcy.) 
8 


appl of 


1891. 

In reJ LShine Expte J LShine app of debtor from order of Mr Regis- 
trar Linklater, dated 19 Nov 

In re J Hobbs Expte J Hobbs appof debtor from order of Mr Registrar 
Hope, dated 4 Dec, refusing dismissal of petn in bankruptcy 

In re H Baynham Expte F W H Lindsey app of  W H Lindsey from 
order of Mr Justice Vaughan Williams, dated 21 Nov, directing payment 
to Official Receiver 

FROM. THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Original Motions. 

Rogers, Sons, & Co v Lambert & Co appln of Banque de Paris for directions 
as to proceedings Rogers, Sons, { Cov Lambert & Co similar appln 
by the Comptoir d’Escompte de Paris Rogers, Sons, & Co v Lambert & 
Co similar appIn by liquidators of La Société des Metaux ~ 

Interlocutory List. 


89 
Giffard v Mayor, &c, of Wolverhampton app of defts from order of the 
Lord Chief Justice and Lord Justice Fry, dated 5 May, 1890, for seques- 
tration June 30 (on Oct 24, 1890, ordered not to come into the paper 
until further order) 
1891. 


The Queen (on the prosecution of Frank Gallsworthy) v The Selby Dam 
Drainage Commsrs (Q B Crown Side) app of defts from order of 
Justices Mathew and A L Smith, dated 16 Nov, for peremptory writ of 
mandamus to levy rate to satisfy judgt Nov 27 

In re an Arbitration between Robert McIntosh and the Pontypridd Im- 
provements Co, ld app of the Pontypridd, &c, Co from order of the 
Lord Chief Justice and Mr Justice Wright, dated 16 Nov, dismissing 
appln to set aside award In re an Arbitration between Robert Evans & 
The Pontypridd Improvements Co, ld app of the Pontypridd, &c, Co 
from order of the Lord Chicf Justice and Mr Justice Wright, dated 16 
Nov, dismissing appln to set aside award In re an Arbitration between 
Taliesin Cule and the Pontypridd Improvements Co, ld app of The 
Pontypridd, &c, Co from order of the Lord Chief Justice and Mr Justice 
Wright, dated 16 Nov, dismissing appln to set aside award Nov 27 
(to remain in Interlocutory List and come on with app from jdgt on 
special case) 

Taylor v McLean app of plt in person from order of the Lord Chief Jus- 
tice and Mr Justice Mathew, dated 25 Nov, on appln of dfts McLean & 
anr affirming order for striking out plt’s claim delivered 27 Oct ‘T'aylor 
v Mclean app of plt in person from order of the Lord Chief Justice & 
Mr. Justice Mathew, dated 25 Nov, on appln of dfts T Dyson & anr, 
affirming order for striking out plt’s claim delivered 27 Oct Nov 28 

Western National Bank of the City of New York v Koppel & ors “pp of 
plt« from order of the Lord Chief Justice and Mr Justice Wright, dated 
6 Nov, for commission to Republic of Columbia Dec 1 

Kry & Co v Raggio (trading, &c) app of deft Edilio Raggio from order of 
the Lord Chief Justice and Mr Justice Mathew, dated 27 Nov affirming 
order for leave to issue writ out of jurisdiction Dec 4 

Wilks (trading, &¢) vy Wood app of deft from order of the Lord Chief 
Justice and Mr Justice Wright, dated 5 Dee giving plt liberty to sign 
judgt Dec 10 


Navigation & Transport Cold app of Wilson & Son from order of the 
Lord Chief Justice and Mr Justice A L, Smith dated 12 Dec refusing to 
set aside award Dec 16 

Payne ¥ Wright (Q B Crown Side) app of Alex Payne from order of 
Justices Mathew and A 1, Sinith, dated 13 Nov remitting case to magis- 
trates for cmviction Dec 17 

Burkill vy Thomas app of deft from order of the Lord Chief Justice and 
Mr Justice Mathew, dated 28 Nov affirming refusal to remit for trial to 

Westminster County Court Dec 18 


The Gamecock Steam Tug Co v & ors The. 
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Archer & anr v Hobbs & Cold app of defts from order of the Lord Chief 


Justice and Mr Justice Wright, 
of the Official Referee Dec 19 





ted 4 Dec affirming verdict and judgt 


In re an Arbitration between De Morgan, Snell, & Co and the Rio de 


Janeiro Flour Mills and Granaries 1d and Arbitration Act, 1889 
De Morgan, Snell & Co from order of the Lord Chief Justice an 


app of 
Mr 


Justice Mathew, dated 30 Nov vavi 1g award and remitting for recon- 


sideration as to costs Dec 30 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Himary Srrtrnes, 1892. 
Causes for Trial or Hearing. 
(Set down to Thursday, December 31st, inclusive.) 

Motions, Petitions, and Short Causes will be taken on the usual days, as 

stated in the Hilary Sittings Paper. 
Mr. Justice Chitty will take Witness Actions on the following days— 


viz., Feb. 9, 10, 11, 16, 17, 18, 23, 24, 25; March 1, 2, 3. 


In the weeks 


when Non-Witness Actions are taken, Further Considerations will be 


taken on Tuesdays. 


In the weeks when Witness Actions are taken, 


Further Considerations will not be taken on Tuesdays, but may be taken 


on Saturdays. 


Mr. Justice North will commence taking Witness Actions on days to be 
appointed by his lordship after the commencement cf the Sittings. 
Further Considerations will be taken by his lordship on bape g Jan. 12. 

uu 


Mr. Justice Stirling will give directions as to the order. of 


siness in 


his lordship’s court after the commencement of the Sittings. 
Mr. Justice Kekewich will sit in court on the first day of Hilary Sittings 
(Monday, January 11) and take Motions, any Adjourned Summonses 


which have already been in the Paper, and Non-Witness Actions. 


His 


lordship will not take Witness Actions before Tuesday, Feb 2. His lordship 
will take Liverpool and Manchester Business as follows :—Motions on days 
appointed for motions, Short Causes, Petitions, and Adjourned Summonses 


on Saturdays. 


Summonses in Chambers on Fnday afternoons. 


Liverpool 


and Manchester Summonses will be taken on alternate Fridays, commenc- 
ing with Manchester Summonses on Friday, Jan. 15. 
Mr. Justice Romer will take Witness Actions every day in the order as 


they stand in the Cause Book. 


Summonses before the judge in chambers.—Justices Chitty, North, 
Stirling, and Kekewich will sit in court the whole day on every Monday 
during the sittings to hear chamber summonses. 

Summonses adjourned into court will be taken as follows :—Mr. Justice 
Chitty, with Non-Witness Actions, except Procedure Summonses, which 
(if any) are taken every Saturday ; Mr. Justice Stirling, with Non-Witness | 


Actions. 


3efore Mr. Justice Currry. 
Causes for trial (with witnesses). 
Lindsay v Curtis act 
Warren v The Central Permanent 
Building Society act 
Bonham (married woman) v Ellis 
act 
In re Earl of Caithness, 
Buchanan v Sinclair act 
Burra v Phillips act (transferred 
from Mr Justice Kekewich) 
Nickalls v Philips act 


dec 


Watson v Hawthorn = act 
Bolanachi v Zirzinia act 
Stephens v McKellar act 


De la Mare v The Mayor, &c, of 
West Ham, Essex act 

Smith v Rowbotham lKowbotham 
vSmith act 

Hill & Paddon v Fuller act (1890 
H 3803) transferred from Q B 
Division Bailey v Fuller act 
(1890 B 4578) transferred from 
Q B Division Fuller vy Hill & 
Paddon act (1891 F 1681) Fuller 
V Bailey act (1891 I 1682) 

Marquess of Aylesbury v Darling 
act 

Inve E J Smart, an infant, ex pte 
Stoner adj sums with wits, by 
order 

In re E J Smart, an infant, expte 
Gregory adj sums with wits, by 
order 

Hollington vy Dear Hales v Dear 
acts consolidated ‘by order 

Davis v The Acton Conservative 
Club, ld (1890 D 527) act 

Davis v The Acton Conservative 
Club, ld (1890 1D 1,048) act 

In re R © Perkins, deo Perkins v 
Hillier Hillier vy Perkins act 
on claim & counter-claim 


Justices North and Kekewich on Fridays and Saturdays. 
N.B.—The above Note as to Chamber and Adjourned Summonses is 
subject to alteration as their lordships may direct. 


Richmond Main Sewage Boatd v 
Dickinson act 

Edwards v Edwards act (re-trans- 
ferred from Mr. Justice Romer) 

Meader v West Cowes Local Board 
act (set down by order without 
pleading upon affidavits with 
liberty to cross-examine) 

Braund v Brown, Janson, & Co act 

Butt v Brown, Janson, & Co act 

Scott v Davies act 

Farrow v The York City & County 
Banking Co, ld act 


Edwards vy Shearman act 
Bevan v Lewis act 
Henwood v Goodwin act 


In re Castle, dec Castle v Castle 


act 
In re Croxton, dec Devenish v 
Bradshawe act 


The New Venture Witwatersrandt 
Gold Mining Co, ld vy Hartmont 
act 

Insole v The Coed Cae Coal Co, ld 
act 

Douglas v Callender act 

Freter v Met Electric Supply Co ld 
act 


Wilson v Dudeney act (Trans- 
ferred from Mr. Justice North by 
order) 

Champney v Tayler act 

Osborne v Aaron Reefs ld act 


Howell v Maclean act 
Betjemann v The Yale Lock Co 


act 

Walker v Walker (1801 W L244) | 
act for rectification Walker v 
Walker (1881 W 4880) motn of 
e for payment out Walker v 
Valker (1881 W 4839) motn of 
dft for payment out Walker v 





Walker (1881 W 4839) = pit's 
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motn to adopt final report Walker 
v Walker (1881 W 4839) plt’s 
motn to v Official Referee’s 
Report Walker v Walker (1881 
W 4839) Pit’s motn for damages 
on sale of Glasgow property (Tre 
five motions restored to come on 
after the rectification action in 
the Witness List, by order.) 

Jessop v Bambridge act 

Lo nv Davis act 

Porter v Snell act 

Goldstein v Dyne act 

The Persian Investment C ra- 
tion, ld v Prince Malcolm Khan 
act 

In re Dawson, dec Johnston vy 
Todd act 

Bouts v Stenning act & motn for 
judgt 

Jones v Insole act 

Wallis v Hands act 

Saw v Angerstein act 

Carew v O'Halloran act 

Brown, Janson & Co v Bowker act 

In re The New Wire Wove Roofing 
Co, 1d, & Co’s Acts Expte Hart 
adjd sumns for removal from 
Register Liberty to cross-examine 
on affidavits, by order 

Bending v Stokes act 

Evans v Johns _ act 

David vy Williams act 

Hembrow v Talbot act 

Goodrich v Ashbee act 

Clifford v Boswell act 

Attorney -Gen v Sims 

Bolland v Unwin act 

Edwards v Edwards act 

Tennick v Tennick act 


act 





King v Hely-Hutchinson act 
Turnbull v Harrison-Watson act 


| Coleman v Shaw act 
| Western Counties and South Wales 


Telephone Cov Bournemouth and 
District Electric Supply Co, ld 


act set down by order before | 


pleadings closed apply to advance 

Walker v Mitchell act 

De Kuyper v Spiegel act 

Nelson v National Life Assurance 
Society act 

Minckley v Abrahams ac 

In re Rosedale, 
Durnford act 

Gramshaw v Caldwell 


closed—not before Feb 29 
Wilson v Dolby act 
Tn re Black's Policy Moneys, Black 
v Smith issue for trial 
liberty to cross examine on affts 
Lewes v Harwood act 
Jenkyn v Jenkyn act 
J T Druce & Sons, ld v Ebbswith 


act 

Revell v Read act 

Causes for Trial (without witnesses). 

In re Moorhouse, dec Moorhouse 
Vv Moorhouse widow's annuity 
adjd sumns restored on appoint- 
ment of trustee in bankruptcy 

In re Wm Watson & Sons, ld E 
G Watson's case  voly liquidn 
under supervision adjd sumns to 
strike out of List of Contribu- 
tories 

In re The Duke of Mariborough's 
Settlement and Settled Land 
Act Expte tenant for life adjd 


action set | 
down by order before pleadings | 
| In re The Johannesberg Land and 


with | 


In re Jas Michael, dec Michael v 


j sumns 

In re Wm Mande, dec Moorsom y 
Moorsom (ord 55) adj sumns 

In re Indenture executed by 


Dominie Navone Navone v 
Devey (ord 55) adjd sumns 


In re E Webb’s Settlement Trusts 
Dickinson v Wood (ord 55) adjd 
sumns 

In re Moseley Harrison v Moseley 
claim by plt to arrears of interest 
adjd sumns 


v Charles 
of annuity 
In re Pym, a Solr 


ExpteChurch arrears 
jd sumns 


of further bills 

In re Caleb Hodgson’s estate Clough 
v Reddish adj sumns 

In re Sidney Smith’s estate In re 
Grace T Smith’s estate Smith v 
Harris adj sumns 

In re Wm Watson & Sons, ld & Co’s 
Acts claim of Messrs. Beattie, 
Wilson, Knowles, & Co  ex- 
liquidator adj sumns . 

Titl vy Smith -adj sumns 

In re Wild & Welford’s Contract & 
V & P Act Expte Ino Wild 
adj sums 


Baker v Reid mf j 





i 


| 





summons 
In re J Rigby’s Settled Trusts 
re J Rigby’s Estate | 
Butler expte surviving trustees | 
adj sums 
i 


Ta | 
Stokes v 


J DP Fitagerald’s Trustee vy Mellersh | 
adj sums for accounts 


| In re Ingram’s Trust Ingram v | 
| Ingram (Onder) adjsams | 
Tn ve Ingram's Trusts Williams \ 


Ingrun (Order 35) adj sums 
In re W J Rirk, deo Kirk ¥ Kirk 





(Onder 59) adj sums for declrn 


In re W B Kirk’s estate Kirk v 
Kirk (construction) adj sums 

In re Chas Bishop, a Solr Expte 
WG Hughes adj sums (taxation 

In re H W F Greatwood's estate 
Tothill v Greatwood (order 55) 
adj sumns 

Iu re Isaac Baty, a Solr Expte 
Barbara Chariton (taxation) adj 


t sumns 
dec, Riddell v | In re T Palliser’s Estate Palliser 


v Palliser Ord 55 adj sums 
In re R Pawson’s Will Hodgson v 
Lewis Ord 55 adj sums 


Gold Trust, Id & Co's Acts 
of liquidator adj sums 

In re C Twigg’s Estate Twigg v 
Black Ord 55 adj sums 

In re K Burton’s Will Banks v 
Heaven adj sums as to sale and 
maintenance 

Dencer v Fancott mfj Birming- 
ham District Registry 

In re Marsden’s Settlement Pym 
v Marsden Ord 55 adj sums 

In re Wm Moseley’s Estate Harri- 
son ¥ Moseley Ord 5 adj sums 

In re Contract between New Land 
Devel mt Assocn, Mi and 
James Fagence & V & P Act, 
1874 expte purchaser adj sums 

In re MM Zachary’s Estate Walsh 
v Claridge adj stms 

In re G S Poole’s Estate Poole v 
Sandford adj sums 

Weston v Isherwood act & m f j 


Appt 


In re Robert Lambert's Estate 
Lambert v Lambert Ord} adj 
stums 

In re Jas Start, son, dee Start ry 
Start mfj 

Tn rw Permian lavestment Corpa 
Expte Buck adj sums In re 


same Corpn Expte Galois adj 


sums 

In re The South Yorkshire Railway 
& River Dan Co Expte Oonstatle 
of Swinton = adj sums by Rother. 
ham Guardians 


Batchelor (ord 55) adjd sumns 
(testator’s busns 

Tn re N Rumsey’s ement Trusts 
Peregrine v adjd sumns 

In re Edward Cleary’s Estate 
Cleary v McKean questn on accts 
adjdsumns —~ “S 

In re Wm Hudson’s Settled Estates 
and Land Act 


Powers ex parte Hudson & ors : 


In re P E Eyton’s estate Bartlett 


‘ Expte Semple 
(taxation) adj sumns for delivery 
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In re Baron de Teissier’s Estate 
Lane v De Teissier Expte Exors 
and Trustees adj sums 

In re Hoidsworth & uote, Solicitors 
Expte P L Handley adj sums 

In re Bristol Port and Channel 
Dock. Co claim of landowner 
(interest on costs) adj sums 

In re H A Bowyer’s Will and 
Settled Land Acts Expte W G 
Bowyer adj sums 

Bliss v Bliss m f j 

In reM A Fisher dec 
Ray Expte pltf adj sums 

Tn re oe between H M Prin- 
4 1 Secretary of State for the 

War Department and H M Haines 
V & P Act, 1874 Expte purchaser 
adj sums 

Abay v Hesketh claim on Settled 
Estates Expte pltf adj sums 

In re Roberts & Pyzer’s Contract 
(title) and V & P Act adj sums 

Tn re Mackelvie’s Estote Spiers & 
anor v Murdoch & ors residry 
estate adj sums 

Tibert v Bell mf j 

Tn re T Watson’s "Estate Scoby v 
Colby adj sums 

In re Caroline Daniel’s 
Jones v Phillips adj 
question as to costs 

Procedure Summons. 

In re The English Bank of the River 
Plate, ld appln of liquidator for 
leave to make a call 

Further Considerations. 

In re C F Chittenden, dec Chit- 
tenden v Chittenden fur con 

Pontifex v Pontifex & Woods, ld 
fur con 

In re Owen, dec Good vy Gill fur 
con 

In re J Woodley, dec 
Griffin fur con 

In re Hutt, dee Hemphill vy Hutt 
far con 


Before Mr. Justice Nortu. 
Causes for trial (with witnesses). 
Bentinck v London Joint Stock) 

— Id act pthd (revived by 


Estate 
sums 


Gibbs v 


t) 
Bright v Eckersley act 
In re Lee Leev Dickinson act 
Dance v Hope act 
In re Sidauhen Phillips v Mac- 
mahon act 
In re Milnes Milnes vy Milnes act 
Coxon v Schofield act 
Laybourn v Gridley act 
Morris vy Speyer act 
Speyer v Morris act 
Procter v Cheshire County Council 


act 
Neale v Hickling act 
Winch v Jones act 
Sheldon v Mellen act 
Chubb v Cincinnati Breweries, 1d 


act 

Tindall v Castle act 

Finch v The Quebrada Ry, Lead, 
&e Co, 1d act 


In re Hardcastle Plackwell yv 


vastle act 

Pratt v Pratt act 

se” re Champion Dudley v 
Jhampion act 


Beker v Hewitt act 
In re Ford Bakery Mayo act 
Volckman v Wareing act 
In re Frewen Hally Frewen act 
Ponsonby v Sheldon act 
Kell v Armitage act 
v Sadd "se &mtj 
v Rodgers act 
Batt & Cov Hogerzeil act 
Smith v Davis act 
Plake 


, Rawson, and 


Willins v | 


| 





Ellis v Hills act 

In re Webster Webster v Webster 
act and m f j 

In re Bateson Yoxall v Simpson 
act 

Birmingham Trust, ld v Imperial 
Tobacco, &e, ld ‘act 

Bass, Ratcliff, &e, ld v Chandler & 
Cold act 

Turrell vy Brown act 

Hepburn v Wigan act 

Hasluck v Clayton act 

Hasluck vy Tress act 

Hasluck v Henderson act 

Eliot v Mayor, &c, of Bristol act 

Evans v Jones act 

In re Co of Financiers, ld & Co’s 
Acts motn to rectify register 

Vipont v Butler act 


Hopcraft v Bellite Explosive, 1d 
act 

Roper v Foord act 

Parker v Dale act 

Local Bd of Hanwell, 
Weirham act 

In re Clarke Harding v 
adjd sumns 

Freeman v Greig act 

British Electric Light Co vy Wood- 
house, &c Co, 1d act 


Midds v 
Clarke 


Brogden & Sons, ld y Lancaster 
Bankg Co act 

Seuliow v Phillips act 

Lord Ashburton v Worthington 
act 


Godden v Holdoway act 
ai — Ranche Co, ld y Martin 


The at Ranche Co, ld v Martin 


ac 

Municipal, &c Building Soc v Grant 
act 

In re Scovell Scovell v Scovell 
act 

Boucher v Wilkinson 
issue 

Heinckey v Harrison act 

In re Foss’ Universal 
Exchange, ld v Foss act 

Fox v Jerome act 

Selby v Shortlands, &c Ry Co act 

Williams v Smith act 

Withers v Carwardine & Co act 

Mayer v Godfrey act 

Salmon v Salmon act 

Manghfling v Jackson act 

Levy & Co v Wartmann, Schouten 
& Co,1ld act 

Tann v Blackett mf j 

Attorney-Gen ¥ Secdiea Guardians 
adjd sumns (cross-examn in 
Court) 

Inre Robinson Robinson v Grindell 
act 

Attorney-Gen v Wethered act 

Amalgamated Dairies Co, ld v 
Electricity Supply Corporation, ld 
act 

Lee v Pawley act 


interpleader 


Stock 


Goodall, Backhouse & Cov Birming- 
ham Vinegar Co, 1d act 

Lichtenstein & Cov Haesler act 

Kiley v Scharien act 

srooke v Brooke act 

O’Meara v Santa Fé 
act 

Bowles v Elleston act 

Maxim Nordenfelt Guns, &c, 
v Nordenfelt act 

Raphael v Lazarus act 

Rutty v Goddard & ors act 

Larkins v Larkins act 

Bevan v London Portland Cement 
Co, 1d act 

Burdett v Humpage act 

Bliss v Denniss act 

In re Jones Ellisy Jones act 


Land Co, ld 


Co, ld 





| Hopkinson v St James 
act 
| Smale v Bullock act 
Bridgman v Daw act 
| Pallers vy Somerset Hotel Co, ld act 


’, &e Co, ld 








Causes for Trial (without witnesses). 

Baker-Baker v Baker Foster act 

Duke of Northumberland v Lord 
A.M. A. Percy mfj 


Adjourned Summonses. 

In re Murray Murray v Murray 

Stenning v Thorowgood pt hd 

In re Mallam Vores v Mallam 

In re Oliver Conquest v Broom- 
head 

In re Savery & Stevens, &c 
tion) 

In re Mawley Westall v Westall 

In re Gott Bywater v Scargill 

In re Seager West v Seager 

In_ re Walmsley Walmsley v 
Walmsley 

In re Wilden Taylor v Knight 

Wilding v Walker 

In re Piercy Whitwham v Piercy 

Inre J Law Frewby v Graham 

In re Kemeys-Tynte,dec Kemeys- 
Tynte v Kemeys-Tynte 

In re Duvall Duvall v Craddock 

In re Osborne Osborne v Osborne 

In re Lowe, Danily v Platt 

In re Dyott, Dyott v Higginson 

In re Byng’s Estates and S L Acis, 
1882 to 1890 

In re AJ Ball, Ball v Ball 
Pltff 


(taxa- 


Expte 


In re Same, Same v Same 
deft 

In re Dalton Time Lock Syndicate, 
ld, and Cos Acts, 1887 D 964 

In re the Same and Cos Acts, 1887 
D 963 

In re Bowes, Earl of Strathmore v 


Expte 


Vane 

In re McMurdo, Penfield v 
McMurdo 

In re Ormerod’s Settled Estates & 
SE Act 


In re J Smith, Hill v Hastwell 
In re Williams, Morgan v Williams 


Farther Considerations. 
Chillingworth vy Chambers fur con 
& sums 
In re Bohlman, Scluler v Bohlman 
fur con 
North v Uranium Mines, ld fur con 
Jennings v Jennings for con 
In re ‘Shuckburgh, Shuckburgh v 
Shuckburgh fur con 





Before Mr. Justice Stiriine. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
In re J Davis Joseph v Davis act 
(to come on with another action 
when set down) 

Port v Michell act 

Tn re ew Molony v Brooke act 
&mf 

Bailey v Barnes act & mf j 

Boaler v Brodhurst act 

In re the Gas Lighting Improve- 
ment Co, ld adj sumns_ (re- 
transferred from Mr _ Justice 
North) 

seckett & Co vy Wake 
Beckett & Co act 

Tadman v Needes act 

Hitchcock v Stretton act 

Brewery, && Cold vy Tune act 

Attorney - General v London & 
Hampshire Canal, &c, Co act 

Eades v Socy of Licensed Victuallers 
act 


Trimble yv 


| McCarthy v Lennox act (uot before 


9 Feb) 
tobinson v Concessions Trust, ld 
act (not before 21 Jan) 
Parkhouse v Blaiberg act 
Schmidt v Hearn act 


Reversionary Investment Society ld 


v Churcher act 
Edwards v Immings act 
Womersly v Hoyle act 
Ingram v Dodds act & mf j 
In re Hattersley Nicholson ’ Hat- 
tersley act & m f j 





| In re J Ray 





In re Davidson Davidson v Murphy 
Ward v Bear act 
aber Rogers, & Co, ld v Collard 


Horsfall v The Standard Cash 
Register Co, 1d act 

In re The Liberian Govt Conces- 
sions, &c, Co’s Acts motn 

Reveliere vy Gately act & m f j (not 
before 26 Jan) 

Hopcraft v Hopcraft act & mf j 

In re Robinson Notley v Robinson 
act & m f j 


Causes for Trial without Witnesses 

and Adjourned Sunmonses, 

Hill v Hickin act 

In re The Rhondda Merthyr Steam 
Coal Colliery Co & Co’s Acts pt 
hd adj sums 

In re The Guayana Co ld and Co’s 
Acts adjd sumns 
pye v Gilletts & Clinch motn for 

judgt 

"a re She Eddystone Marine Insce 
Co, ld & Co’s Acts adjd sumns 

In re E Smith Shearing v Smith 
claims Nos 3 & 4 of plt and No 
5 of dft 

In re R Davis 
adjd sumns 

In re Rowlands Cameron vy 
Williams claim of W Simons (No 
30) 

In re New Brunswick Trading Co 
of London ld & Co’s Acts adjd 
sumns 

Talbot v Talbot adjd sumus 

In re Hargrove Fletcher v Har- 
grove adjd sumns 

Daw v Herring adjd sumns 

Ray v Ray 


Barnsley v Davis 


adjd 
sumns 


|Inre R Hall Prall vy Seymour adj 


sums 

Gale v Franklyn adj sums (Easter 
Sittings) 

Gale v Franklyn adj sums (Easter 
Sittings) 


Madame Tussaud & Sons ld v De 
Prima adj sums 
Inre Heywood L’Estrange vy Wood 


adj sums 
In re Heywood Fleetwood v 
Berkeley adj sums 


In re The Label Policy Insce Co ld 
& Co’s Acts adj sums 

In re the Irish Exhibition in London 
claim of Cook & Co 

1n re the same Exhibition 
Campbell & Co 

Boycott v Boycott adj sums 

In re The New Brunswick Trading 
Cold & Co’s Acts adj sums 


claim of 


Higgs v Corporation of Bristol 
adjd sumns 
Same v Same adjdsumns appln 


of deft 

In re Dale to Elsden and V. & P. 
Act adjd sumns 

In re Rogers, &e adjd sumns 

Patey v Prime act 

Cullam v Stronsberg adjd sunms 

In re Anglo-Austrian Printing, &c, 
Co & Co’s Acts adjd sumns 
Expte Sir H A Isaacs 

In re the same Co adjd sumns 
Expte ( K Paul 

Inre Perch Prestony Perch adjd 

ld, & Co's 


sumns 
In re United Secy Soc, 

Acts adjdsumns E xpte Official 
Liquidator 


In re the same & Co’s Acts adjd 
sumns dated 28 Oct 
In re the same & (o’s Acts adjd 


sumns dated 12 Aug 

In re Roberts Goodall vy Fellowes 
adjd sumns 

In re Milling Millingv West adjd 


sumns 
In re Griffiths 
adjd sumnes 


Huggins v Cripps 





Char 


In re 
In re 

cou 
In re 


In re 
fur 
In re 
Pr 
fw 
Ree\ 
Garr 
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Jn te re Singlehurst Turner v Vernon | 
adjd sumns 


Inre Allen Radford vAllen adjd | 


sumns 


Wharton v The Queen petn of | 


right adjd sumns 
In re Lockwood Lloyd v Lock- 
wood adj sums 


In re Woodroffe & Marlings Conts 


& V&V Act adj sums 
Trimmins v Mills mf j 
Glasbrook v Rees adj suns 
In re Berridge Berridge v Turner 
adj sums 
Crawshay v Weatherley act 
In re Vincent Vincent v Forwood 


act 

Barfield v White mf j 

Reeder v Walker adj sums 

Jn re Forster Forster v Butt adj 
sums 

In re Dobson Shackleford v Mills 
adj sums 

Duckworth v Brimacombe act 

Burrell v Harrison act & mf j 

In re Dymock Williams vy Evans 
adj sums 

Field v Field adj sums 

Inre Tynan HarlesvGobert adj 
sums 


In re Vere Clitherow v Wood- 
bridge adj sums 

In re Williams Thomas v Williams 
adj sums 

In re Cochrane Sharrod v Mather 
adj sums 


Charlton v Bound act (Bristol D R) 


Further Considerations. 

Inre Smith Bilke v Roper fur con 

Inre Smith Shepard v Smith fur 
con pt hd 

In re Brown Dixon v Brown fur 
con and sumns 

In re Johnson, Tiplady v Johnson 
fur con 

In re Warren, Lowe v Society for 
Promoting Christian Knowledge 
fur con 

Reeves v Dodd fur con 

Garrard v Clowes fur con 


Before Mr. Justice KEkewicn. 
Causes for trial (with witnesses) 
Allison v City and South London 
Ry Co mtn to be treated as trial 
(Istday of wit acts by order) 

Sanderson v Allen actn (to come 
on with No 14) 

Jones v The Steamship Cairngoun, 
Id act 

Inre Dunk Dunk v Dunk act 

In re Met Coal Consumers’ Assoc, ld 
& Co’s Acts adj sumns 

Secretary of State for India v British 
Empire Mutual Life Assce Co act 

Stengel v International Commercial 
Co, ld act 

Cameron v Dandicolle & Gau:clin, ld 
act (S. O. until hearing of two 
other actns) 

Wilkins v Clydesdale Bank, ld act 
(not before 14 Nov) 

Same v Same act 

Cameron v Stretton, Hilliard, Dale 
& Newman act (S O one month 
after hearing of two other actns) 

James v Jones Slater v Jones act 

Tyler v Bishop act 

In re Wright Wright v Sanderson 
act (No 2 to come on for trial 
with this action by order) 

London & N W Ry Co v Evans & 
Co act 

Brownhill v Sawer & Purves act 

Atkins vy Andrew act 

Adkins v Canney act 

Marshall v Natl Provl Bank of Eng- 
land, 1d act 

Compton v Wratislaw act 

Liverpool, &e Bread & Cafe Co, ld 
V Virth act 


In re Brundrett Hall v Hall act 

| Sherwood v Sudbury actand m fj 

Walker v Wilkins & Co, ld act 

| Slight v Wallis act 

Whittaker v Parrott act 

New Land Development Assocn ld 
v Avery act 

| Chancellor v Edgar act 

Cowne v Roper act 

Glasbrook v Owen act 

Jarrett v Leveson-Gower act 

Met Coal, &c ld v Sheridan act & 
mfj 

Cross vy Morgan = act 

Nevill v Godalming, &c Laundry Co 
Id act 

Mogridge v Clapp act 

Frew v Home & Colonial Stores, ld 
act 

In re Barney Barney v Barney 
Act 

Tidmarsh v Tidmarsh act 

Keen v Shillingford act 

Knox v Hayman act (deft Erskine 
dead) 

Hartshorne v Thorne act 

In re The Cordova Union Gold Co 
ld adjd sumns (leave to apply to 
advance) 

Farbenfabriken Vorm Friedr Bayer 
& Co v Nathan, Ramsden, & Co 
act 

In re Hope Hope v Hope act 

Engel v South Metn Brewing Co &c 
ld act 

Raymont v Greta Colls Cold act 

Gadd v Mayor, &c, of Manchester 


act 

In re Hudson Clark v Dawber act 

Turnell v Sanderson act 

Hesketh v London & N W Raily Co 
act 

Davis v Simpson act 

Talbot v Chiswick Local Board act 

Davison v Stitt act 

Smith v Thompson act 

Thomas v Griffiths act 

Hobson v Clifford act & mf j 

Gape v Taylor act 

Blaiberg v Medhurst act & point 
of law 

Ford v Hawley act 

Baxter v Emmerson act 

Ferncliffe Steamship Co ld v Bar- 
wick act 

Sutton, Carden, & Co ld v British 
Equitable, &c, Co act 

Quarmby v Fryer act 

Webb v Bowen act 

Jared, Terrett, Hunt & Son, ld, v 
Hunt act 

Timpe v Wolfsky & Co, ld act 

In re Newton Newton v Chapman 


act 

Cassella & Co, J Levinstein & Co, 
Id act 

Swansea, &c, Iron Co v Manhesman 
Tube Co, ld act 

Reed v Miller act 

Bright v Dewar act 

Bevan v Arkell act 

Coward v Steele act 

Mitchell v Baker act 

Baker v Kinnell act 

Mander v Falcke act & mf j 

Hutton v Allbutt act 

Onward Building Society v Smith- 
son act 

Newman v Brooking act 


third party notices 


act 

Outer v Haldeman act & mf j 
Curwood v Jennings motn 
Brandon v Walker = act 
McLay v Hill act 
Bambridge v Edwards act 
Rickarby v Strong act 
Cornwell v Sedger act 
Legge v Petersfield Rural Sanitary 

Authority act 
Hickman v¥ Berens act 








Foulkes v Hitchcock act & qin 


Hughes v Robbins, Billing, & Co | |In re Same 





Baker v Kent, Sussex, &c, Society, 
ld act 

Hankin v Hore act 

White v Hart act 

Grabam v Graham act 

Bradford v Greta Colls, 1d act 

Jervis v Edwards act 

Tidy v Beningfield act 

Bease v Luson act 

Laine v Herold act 

Kennedy v Jones act 

Page v Cloete act 

Bentinck v Union District Co of 
London, 1d act 

Warren v "Warren act 

Boro’ of Portsmouth, &c, Building 
Society, No 10, v Munro act 

Lowe v Morrill act 

Johnson v Hawley & Bridgwuod 


act 
Hazell v London County Council 
t 


ac 
Bellamy v Clydesdale Bank,1d act 
Easton v Penny act 
Filmer v Cook act 
White v Pottow act 
Willett v Boulton 
W Boulton 
Milton v Milton act 
Reliance Automatic Railway Fog 
Signal Co, ld v Townsend act 
Burnay v Ambaca Ry Construction 
Co, ld & ors act 


POINTS OF LAW. 
Blaiberg v Medhurst point of law 
(to come on with witns act No 
58 


act & petn of 


Willerton v Stocks point of law 
set down by order dated 3rd 
July, 1891 ; 

Evans v Evans point of law pur- 
suant to ord 25, r 2 


Causes for trial without witnesses. 
In re Wynn Wynn v Wynn act 
Hingston v Hingston act 
Scadding v Burial Board for St 
Pancras special case 

Davenport v Davenport mtn for 
judg 

Smith v Rogers act (restored) 

Down v Clarke m f j 

In re Mitchell Wavell v Mitchell 
m f j (restored) 

Tackley v Boddington m f j 

Young v Arthur m fj 

Young v Thomas mf j 

Tackley vy Thomas mf j 

Tackley v Arthur mf j 

Tunbridge v Daily mf j 

Fairbank v Pinchbeck m f j 

In re an Arbitration between J 
Chrisp and W R Read, &c special 


case 


Adjourned Summonses. 
Williams vy Williams expte deft 
Williams v Williams ~Y pltft 

12th Jan, with witness, -_ 

Cameron v Dandicolle & Studd 

In re Staffordshire Gas & Coke Co, 
ld, & Co’s Acts (appln of T. 
Nicholson & ors) 

In re Howell Rahusen v Corfield 
(deft) 

In re Same Same v Same (plt) 

In re Same Same v Same (that 
action may be further considered) 

In re Gearey Collins v Gearey 
(pits) 

Same v Same (M 
Collins) 

| In re Australasian Electric Light 
Power, &c, Co & Co’s Acts 

Engel v South Met Brewing, &c, 
Co & Co's Acts, &c 

In re Learoyd, James, & Co, Phil- 
potts v Learoyd, James & Co 

Savoy Publishing Co (in liquida- 
tion) v O’Reil 

Tn re Baldock, Boyton v Fells 

lure HT Rogers (taxation) 





In re Heathcote, Percival v Heath- 
cote 


In re Same, Same v Same (deft) 
In re scans Robinson v Wil- 


In re Wellingham, Wellingham v 
Wellingham 

In re Stebbing, Browne v Stebbing 

In re Hamilton, Hamilton v Bubb 

Hickman v Berens (to transfer act) 

eae , Same (to try act by special 


re. re ~~ SRR, » ke (appln of J Fenton) 

In re Hill, Percival v Weyliand 

In re Bramwell, Naldrett v Naldrett 

In re The Hereynia Copper Co, ld, 
& Co’s A 

In re Weston Weston v Hiskins 

Hutton v Southampton Naval 
Works ld and Co’s Acts, &c 

In re Harvey Trott v Harvey 

In re Laikwood & Croome & VEEP 

Act, 1874 

Emerson v James (expte pltf) 

Emerson v James (expte A A 
James) 

Kirby my Alderson (12th Jan by 
orde 

In re Hollond Hollond v Hollond 

In re Mann & Rodway, &c & V & P 
Act 

In re Croft Deane v Croft 

Lowe v Morrill 

In re Household Household vy 
Household 

In re Brown Webb Webb v 
Gurteen 

In re Sayer Frost v Sayer 

Anthony v Anthony 

Watkiason & Sons, 1d v London & 
South Wales Coal Co, ld Jan 12 

In re Isaacs Isaccs v Cochrane 

Rogers v Rice 

In re neat Prioleau v Womb- 
wel 


Before Mr. Justice Rowsr. 
Causes for trial (with witnesses). 
Scott v The Snyder Dynamite Pro- 
jectile Co, ld act (The Snyder, 
&c, Co v ‘Clulow, act, before Mr. 


Justice Stirling, to be heard by 
Mr Justice omer after this 
action, by order, dated 14 Dec, 
1891) 


Turner v Elliott act 2nd day of 
sittings, after pt hd by order 

In re Carruthers Talbot v Car- 
ruthers act 


Transferred for trial or Hearing 
only, pursuant to Order dated the 
22nd June, 1891. 

The Edison, &c, Electric Light Co 
ld v Woodhouse, &c act 

Nettlefolds, ld v Reynolds Nettle- 
folds, ld, vy Reynolds act (con- 
solidated) pt hd 

Driggs Ordnance Co v Driggs & 
Schroeder, &c., Co action (r- 
transferred from Lord Justice 
Fry) order for exmn of wit- 
nesses in America 

Nelson v Worssam act 

New Skegby Colliery Co, Id v Dods- 
ley action (re- ~tenmatorzed from 
land Justice Fry) s. 0. seven days 


after sumns dis of 
Goodrham v = spec act 


Lane-Fox v Kensington, &c, Light- 
ing Co act 

Universal Steck Exchange, Id, ¥ 
Stevens act Stevens v Uni 


Stock Exe » ld act 
In re Beckett yons v Hart act 
ana Lord Justice 


ry) 

The Rrewers’ Investment Cora, Mi, kd, 
v Rowlands : 
Brewers’ Investment es x 
Bell v The Brewers’ Investment 
Corpn, ld act not wotil farther 
appln for discovery dispesed of 
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London Assocn of Shipowners, &c, 
v London and Iudia Docks, &c | 


act 
Marshall v Glover 
a Marshall. v Alexander ' 


adjd sumns, dated Jen 8, 1891, 
by PM Coombs & ors 

Grosz v Brown act 

Alexander v | Corbett v Saffery act 

Tester v Hedgcock act 

Northwich District Local Board v 
Northwich Salt Cold act 

Miles v Berridge act 

Fenner v Hollway act 


The W. est India Shipping Co, ld v 
Callender act 

Thomson v Stewart act 

Barker v Webber act Whittington v Cusack act 

Hughes-Hallett vy Kent act In re Grover Acworth v Grover 

Nicholson v Eyre act andm fj act 

Mappin Bros v Mappin & Webb | James v Isaac act 
act (set down by order) Cameron v Anstruther act 

Matthews v Wells act Marsh v White White v Marsh 

Clark v Smith act action 

Thomas v Morgan act 

In re the Patent, Designs & Trade 
Marks Acts, 1883 to 1888, and 
Trade Marks Nos 96822 & 96823, 
registered on 24 May, 1890, by 
Garcia Hno Y Ca Sues motn to 
rectify register (set down in 
witns list by order) dated 5 May, 
1891 

In re Huxham Huxham v Huxham 


Transferred for Trial or Hearing 
only, pursuant to Order dated the 
22nd August, 1891. 

Robinson v Partridge act 

Hill v Hill’s Waterfall Estate & 
Gold &c Co, ld act (S.O. 14 
days after filing of depositions) 

Dew v Barley act 

Lewis v Marquis of Ailesbury act 

Williams v Spargo act 

Elkington & Co, ld v Hurter act 

Kearney v Blake act 

Steele v Savory act 

In re J Gurney Mason v Mercer 


act 

Official liqur of the Trafalgar Co ld 
v Francis action for trial and 3rd 
party (notice of deft W J Francis 
to W T Holland) 


act Hall v Thompson act & mf j : 
Ashworth v Roberts act G G Sandeman & Sons & Co v Piner 
Campion v Campion act & Co act & motn In re Sande- 


man’s Trade-Mark 
Walker v Walker act &mf j 
Micklethwait v Vincent act 
Bailey v Greenwood & Son act 
Smith v Dickinson act 
Gill v Green act 
Cooke v Collins act 
Smith v Botolph & 

Wharves Cold act 


Weatherall v Burgess act 

Lord Hatherton v South Stafford- 
shire Water Works Co act 

Wellby v Still act 

Siemens v Taylor act 

Moore v Moore act 

Lyric Theatre ld v Cordingly act 

Inre G V Wigan Wigan v Car- 
penter act 


Nicholson’s 





Ryan v Mutual Toutine Westr | The Corporation of the Royal Ex- 
Chambers Assocn act change Assce v Tod act | 
Parton v Ferme act Duke of Northumberland v North | 
Newen v Mackay act Eastern Ry Co act 
Matthews v Rogers « In re Banks Blower v Thomas act | 


act i A 
Cellular Clothing Co, 1d v Marsh for trial 
act Cruso v Allenby act | 
Richardson v Westacott act Watson v Watson & Sons Id act 
Starr v The 282nd Starr Bowkett | Josolyne v Upton action = | 
Building Socy act Gadd & Mason v Haslingden Union | 
Neville v Lloyd act _ GasCo act oe >a 
Davis v Mills act Ogle v Brin’s Metals Foreign Syndi- | 
Hawksley v Outram Hawksley v cate, ld act 
Outram Outram v Hawksley act David v Sabin act 
(claim and counter-claim) Binney v Clarke act 
Lees v West London Cycle Co act | Imbert-Terry v Myers act 
Lane v Capsey act and m f j In re Naylor Hodson v Sargeant 
Burdett v Eldershaw act act 5 hg 
Everett v Pennington Gordon v Ferris act 
Williams v Jenkins act | Maddock v Girardot act 
Anstiss v Gatti act | Duncan v Cole act 
French v Burchell act Ramuz v Southend Local Board act 
Tucker v Cooper act Wray v Steven act ' 
In re M B Jones Williams v Jones | Hewitt v Cranidge Cranidge v 
act Hewitt act claim & counter- 
Smelt v Broughton claim 
In re Lianwer Llanwer v Rayden | Elletson v Carpenter act 
act Vevers v Green act | 
In re The Canadian Direct Meat | Steers v Rogers adj sums Jan 16 
Co, ld & Uo’s Acts, 1862 & 1867 











WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Jan. 1. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luoutep tx Caancery. 


Aska AND Movzett Inox Co, Linitep—€reditors are required, on or before March 1, to | 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John 
Tate, Millom. Jackson, Ulverston, solor for liquidator 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Devonport Equitas. Bexerit Society, Free Public Library, Devonport. 
Sayctuary, Love Contixur, Ancient Order of Shepherds Friendly Gotiety Rose and 
Inn, Westgate, Bradford, York. Dec 28 
Sugewoop Leg oy, gma Order of Shepherds Friendly Society, Earl St. Vincent, 
_ Philpott st 


London Gazette.—Trrspay, Jan. 5. 
JOTNT STOCK COMPANTES. 
LimITED In CHANCERY. 
Butisn Exrine Desestvre Corroratioy, Linrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 





30, directed to be heard on Jan 16. Rubinstein, Regent st, Waterloo place, solor for 
= ny Notice of appearing must be served not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
an 15 
Forsytu Tecusicau Cottece Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 5, to 
send in their names, addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claims, to Lord 
Chelmsford and Levett Scrivener, care of Shaen & Co, 8, Bedford row, Holborn, solors 
for liquidators 
Mvyicu Beer Syypicate, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 17, directed to 
on Jan 16. Hol , Mincing lane, solors for petner. Notice of appear- 
ing must be served not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 15 
’an Mixtne Co, Lunrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 2, directed to be heard 
bt Kekewich, J., on Jan 16. Norris & Norris, Bedford row, agents for Jenkins & 
Davies, Llanidloes, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must be served not later 
than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 15 
West Inpiaw New Gotp Mixinc Corporation. Liunrrep—Petn for winding up, presented 
Jan 2, directed to be heard on Jan 16. Nash & Co, Queen st, solors for petner. Notice 
of appearing must be served not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 15 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Besxep1 Provipest Beverit Society, 55, Benledi st, Liverpool. Jan 1 
Ricut Hanp or Frienpsuie Society, 55, edi st, Liverpool. Jan 2 
SaLessury Scuoor Frrenpiy Sociery, The Schoolroom, Salesbury. Jan 2 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 


E.uiorr.—Dee. 29, at East Finchley, the wife of George Elliott, of the Inner Temple, 
barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
Grasson.—Dec. 28, at Rossiniéres, Sevenoaks, the wife of Lancelot T. Glasson, barrister- 


at-law, of a daughter. 
MARRIAGES. 


Dickinson—MEAbDE.—Dec. 12, at St. Jude’s Church, South Kensington, Willoughby 
Hyett Dickinson, barrister-at-law, to Minnie Elizabeth, daughter of General Sir Richard 
Meade, of 65, Queen’s-gate, 8.W. 

Parr-DupLey—Pritcuarp.—Jan. 2, at Bangor Cathedral, Arthur Dudley Parr-Dudley, 
of the Temple, London, jane ig ote to Elizabeth Bertha, daughter of the late 
William Pritchard, of Tanycoed, Bang 

a, GrorGE— Latuam.—Dee. 30, at the eChurch of St. John the Evangelist, Red Lion- 

square, Howard Comber St. George, of the Inner Temple, to Mary Melicent Latham, 
denghtee of William Latham, Q.C., of 18, Airlie-gardens, Campden-hill. 


DEATHS. 


CuamBers.—Dec, 24, at 63, eee, Portman-square, Sir Thomas Chambers, Q.C., 
Recorder of London, a: 

Games -—Dee. 22, at 8, Clifton-road, Camden-road, Leonard Hill Gent, barrister-at-law, of 

ray’s-inn. 

Prouproor.—Jan. 2, at Birmin; 7 Arthur Proudfoot, of John-street, Bedford-row, and 
Cholsey, Berks, solicitor, ag 

Ranxry.—Jan. 1, at Dorchester, Michael Henry Rankin, solicitor, for 37 years Registrar of 
the County Court at Halifax, York cshire, 83. 


Woopnovuse.—Jan. 4, at Brighton, William les Woodhouse, solicitor, aged 38. 











WARNING TO INTENDING House Purcuasers & Lessexs.—Before purchasing or renting 
a house have the Sanitary arrangements thoroughly exa: by an expert from The 
Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co., 65, next the Meteorological Office, Victoria-st., 
Westminster (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation of Offices, &c.—[ Apvr.]| 


CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Craim. 

London Gazette.—Fripay, Jan. 1. 


Aspiy tile, Jeune, Bethlehem Hospital, Surrey, Gent. Feb 1. Aspinall v Aspinall, 
h,J. Royle, Bedford row 
Sina ” CHARLES Jouy, Liverpool. Jan 29. Davies vy Henderson, Registrar, Liver- 
pool. Madge, Liverpool 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Ciaim. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Dec. 22. 
Bet, Mancarert, Carlton rd, Putney Jan 25 Watts, Stone bldgs, Lincoln’s inn 


Bowyer, Atrrep Samvet, Park terce, Highgate, Law Stationer Jan 20 Walker & 


Whitfield, Surrey st, Strand 
Braycu, ANNIs "Jase, Culford rd, Dalston Feb6 Price & Son, Walbrook 


| Broox, Sam, Huddersfield, formerly Tobacconist Jan16 Sykes, Huddersfield 


Davies, Mavrice, Llysfaen, Carnarvon, Innkeeper Janis Jones & Potter, Conway 

Duquesne, Leoroip, Carnaby st, Regent st Jan 20 Newton & Co, Great Marl- 
borough st 

GoovreLLow, Ayn, Rutland rd, Victoria Park rd, South Hackney March1 Crossfield & 
Co, Hackney rd 

Greive, Samvet, Cerde House, nr Berwick on Tweed, Vice Admiral Jan 30 Johnson & 

Maste: 1, Theobald’s rd, Bedford row 

Groves, James WILLIAM, Wores, Farmer Feb12 Southall, Worcester 

Harvey, Josepuine Louisa, York st, Portman sq Feb ¢ Williams & James, Norfolk 
House, Thames Embankment : 

Jexxs, Ropert, Cheltenham, Gent Jan 30 Poole & Robinson, Union ct, Old Broad st 


Lantuors, Wi.t1AM Jon, Glaskin rd, Hackney, Dissenting Minister Jan 25 mote & 
Son, Queen st 
Matix, Saran, Southport Janis Parr & Co, Southport 


Marrurws, Jane, Oxford Feb1 Galpin, Oxford 

Nortursk, GEORGE —. tea of, Longwood, nr Winchester Feb1 Tathams & Pym, 
Frederick's pl, Old J 

Parke ae Aw, Weston super Mare Feb2 Lilley & Mutlow, Bristol, and Weston super 

are 

Pickxersetti, Cuntirrr Wir114M, Bexley, Kent, Esq Jan19 Kearsey & Co, Old Jewry 

Raprorp, Reprcca, Stoke Devonport Jan 31 Rundle & Martyn, Devonport 

Reysxoips, Tuomas, Cardiff, Brewer Feb 4 Morris & Son, Cardiff 


’ Ricuanvs, Jeau Ricuanps, Bristol Jan 25 Sibly & Co, Bristol 
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iow 


we a Birchfield, Handsvorth, Staffs, Gent Feb 1 Saunders & Co, Bir- 
ming! 
Sanverson, Hucu James, Upper Berkeley st, Doctor of Medicine Feb7 Chester & Co, 
Bedford row 


Sexrox, Maria Evizanetn, Ipswich Jan 380 Westhorp & Co, Ipswich 
Sricen, WituiAM Henny, York st, Portman sq, Esq Jan 29 Whitakers & Woolbert, 
Lincoln’s inn fields : 
Srvant, Lieut-Col Jawes Frevericx Dupiey Cricuroy, Wiltoncres Feb 6 Farrer & Co, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 
Sune, Evizapers, Yeadon, Yorks Jan 30 Watson & Co, Bradford 
Taicker?t, Hesry, Hatfield st, Blackfriars, Bookbinder Feb 2 Withers & Withers, 
Arundel st, Strand 
VexABies, Joun, Hodnet, Salop, Gent Jani9 Pearson, Market Drayton 
Wacker, Isasecia, Malton, Yorks Feb6 Tstill, Malton 
Wariixetos, Caro.ine, Selston, Notts Feb1 Peake, Ripley, Derby 
West, ee oo U Ey rd, Shepherd’s Bush green, Licensed Victuatler Jans Robins 
& Co. » Ole 
Warr, Marra Ay —. st, Spitalfields Jani18 Robinson & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Wirkixsoy, Cuares, Louth, Well-digger Jan 17 Wilson & Son, Louth 
Witmor, Harsier Mernicx, Ryde, I. of W. Jan19 Vincent, Ryde 
Witasuurst, Arruvr, Cranley gdns, South Kensington, Vice Admiral, C.B. Jan 10 
Wilmshurst, Kenilworth, Warwickshire 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Dec. 25. 
Axversoy, Jony, Fonthill rd, Seven Sisters rd, Holloway, Gent Feb1 Saxton & Son, 
Queen Victoria st 
Barron, Arruur, Chichester, Engineer Feb 15 Gregory, Chichester 
CarpweE LL, Ricuarp Francis, High st, paptiees, Licensed Victualler Feb 12 Marchant | 
& Benwell, George yard, Lombard s 
CARDWELL, Ricuarp STEPHEN, High st, Deptford, Licensed Victualler 
Benwell, George yard, Lombard st 
CLITHEROE, Ropext, Horncastle, Solicitor Feb 29 Dee, Horncastle 
Fisuer, Many Sutzivay, Poulshot, nr Devizes, Wilts Feb 10 Meek & Co, Devizes 
Ginss, Doveias Lye, Vienna, Esq Jan 25 Upton & Co, Austinfriars 
Govparp, Tuomas, Ufton, Berks, Farmer Feb1 Beale & Martin, Reading 
Hicais, Atrrep Henry, Thornton Heath, Croydon, Saw Mill Proprietor Feb 6 Rovke 
& Sons, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Hewert, Witviau, Southampton, retired Lieut-Col Feb6 Bird & Eldridge, Gt James 
st, Bedford row 
Hove, Estuer, Buntingford, Herts Jan 21 Wingate, Angel ct 
Lenmany, Epwarp Siaisuunp, Rockbourne rd, Forest Hill, Woolbroker’s C.erk Feb 1 
Freshfields & Williams, Bank bldgs 
Levinerox, Wiiu1aM, Birmingham, Labourer Jan 30 King & Ludlow, Birmingham 
Marsrox, Witu1A¥, Foleshil], Warwick, House Agent Jan 23 Minster, Coventry 
Moykuovse, Cyrit Jon, Craven st, Strand, Gent Jan 16 Toynbee & Co, Lincoln 
Moorr, James, Bathurst, New South Wales, Gent Jan15 Parker & Co, Cornhill 
Monnison, Guorce Carrer, Reigate, Surrey, Solicitor Feb1 Morrison & Co, Reigate 
OxeELL, James, Guilden, Sutton, Cheshire, Farmer Jan 31 Reinhardt, Birkenhead 
Porrer, Joun, Smalley, Derby, Gardener Jan 30 Gadsby & Co, Derby 
Ricuarpsoy, Carurnine Frances, St Anne’s Convent, Birmingham March 5 mes | 
. Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Row ey, Josern, Hethpool st, Crompton st, Edgware rd, Butcher Jan 31 Campbell & 
Co, Warwick st, Regeni st 
Tay.or, "JAMES, Hill Choriton, Sti ffs, Esq Feb1 T & E Slaney, Newcastle, Staffs 
Wescksrery, Baroness Saran Ayniz von, Southport Jan 30 Cruesemann & Rouse, 
Philpot lane 


~ 


Feb 12. Marchant | 


Loudon Guzelle.—Turspay, Dec. 29. 
Asue, Rt Hon Wi..tiam Heyry, Baron Hevyressurny, Heytesbury, Wilts Feb 7 Shou- | 
bridge & May, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Beare, Gaius, Maytield, Sussex, Farmer Jan 30 Sprott & Son, Mayfield 





| Canror, Georce Brrpcetayp, St Leonard’s on Sea, Builder 


Cocxsxort, Lisrer, Addingham, Yorks, Gent Feb1 Wright & Co, Skipton 

Corrixc, Evowarp, Cambridge, Plumber Jan 19 Lyon, Cambridge 

Doops, Rau me Berwick upon Tweed, Grocer Feb 1 Sandersons & Weatherhead, Berwick 
upon 

DovucG aut, Rosert, Conway, Carnarvon, Hotel Proprietor Jan 23 Jones & Porter, Con- 
way 

Passau Sir Tuomas, Bishopstoke, Southampton, Bart Marchi Cunliffes & Daven- 


Heart, Janus, Mitre crt, Milk st, Silk Manufacturer Marchi Herbert, Cork st, Bur- 


lington Y ped 

HeNveErson, za, Bolton rd, 8t John’s Wood Feb 1 Carpenter & Sons, Laurence 
Pountney lane 

Hisserp, — Axx, Birchfield Hope, Derbyshire, Housekeeper Mar 15 _Broomhead & 
Co, Sheffield 


Hirst, Wen Liam, Ilkley, Yorks, Esq Feb10 Brook & Co, Chancery lane, and Hudders- 
tield 


Mansn, Wiiiiam, Westkoughton, nr Bolton, Provision Dealer Fet 20 Dowling & Co, 


0 
O.orietp, Joseru, Durham, Farmer Feb1 Wilmshurst, Huddersfield 
Sevruworrn, Bexsamis, Brighouse, Yorks, Calico Printer Jan 31 Farrar, Bradford 


London Gazelte.—Frivay, Jan. 1. 

Bay ty, Capt Juun Cave, Bolton st Feb 1 Spottiswoode, Craven st, Charing Cross 
Bercu, Witi1am Heyry, Plumstead Feb 19 Sampson, Queen st, Cheapside 
Biackwett, Epuusp Atrrep, Soho sq, Esq Marl Stevens, Queen Victoria st 
BourteLtp, Hexry Tuomas, Rochester, Builder Feb 1 Arthy, Rochford, Essex 
Browy, WituiaM, Derby, Corn Factor Feb 2) Robotham & Co, Derby 
Fe) 13 Pearless & Beech- 

ing, Tunbridge Wells 
Cxstiey, Joux, Kirkby Thore, Westmrld, Gent Marl Arnison & ©», Penrith 


Deacoys, Wittiam Marutsos, Union ert, Old Broad si, Ship Broker Feb 11 Gveening, 
Fenchurch st 
Estexs, James, Bath, Carpenter Feb1 Tucker, Bath 


Futter, Tuomas, Monmouth, Boat Proprietor Feb1 Smith, Moreton in Marsh 
Gow, Exizanetn Lovick, Clapton common, Upper Clapton Jan 39 Norman, Cole- 
man st 
Gray, Ys a Throgmorton avenue, Stockbroker Feb 15 Stibbard & Co, Leaden- 
st 
Hauser, Evancevixe, Moorland rd, Leeds April 1 Hewson, Leeds 


Hitis, Tuomas ~ DE " Oxford st, Pharmaceutical Chemist Feb9 Arnoll & White, Gt 
Marlboro: 


| Hoop, Eow ama, ER Notts, Draper Jan 31 Parsons, Mansfield 
Isnerwoop, James Henry, Hobart, Tasmania, Commercial Traveller May 20 Cookson 


& Co, Line ao’s inn fields 


| Joxes, Emma, Wrexham Feb1 Shepheards, Finsbury cireus 


Massey, Cuances, Neweastle under Lyme, Merchant Jan 30 Sheldon, Congleton 


| Mocarva, Apgauam Lixvo, Baker st, Portman sq, Esq Feb8 Tatham & Lousada, Old 
Broad st 


| Morris, WittiaM, Birmingham, Metal Roller Feb 1s Jeffery, Birmingham 
| Me - Susanyau Repecsa, Re icliffe gardens, South Kensiagton FebS Phelps & Co, 


Tes 
Pankisson, Any, Cheltenham Feb 20 Warmington, Walbrook 
Pay . He ry Farnsfield, Notts, Surgeon Feb 9 Venning & Co, Gresham house, Old 


Sew R. Joseru, Manchester, Banker March 2 Woodall & Marriott, Manchester 


| Wars 7: er Melbourne, Victoria, Engineer in Chief of Victorian Railways June 1 


H Galsworthy, Old Jewry chmbrs ; Taylor & Co, Melbourne and Geelong 
Wesriake, Wi.t1AM, Dunsford, Devon, Builder Feb1 Friend & Beal, Exeter 


Wricut, Euma, Queen’s walk, Nottingham Feb6 Day, Nottingham 
Yares, Ctement, Derby, Timber Merchant Feb 29 Robotham & Co, Derby 








* 


NKRUPTCY N 4 Inciis, Frank, Baldock, Herts, Grocer Luton Pet Dee ; The tellowing amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
pe , . . ee Fore gy OTd Dee 30 ’ : in the London Gazette, Dee 18. 
London Gazetle.—Frivay, Jan. 1. EFFERY, oux, Newtown, Southampton, Dairyman 
RECEIVING ORDERS Southampton Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 Hoome, J N s ay og F Provision Merchant Liverpool 
A B - Re - ane : ee sha | Somme. Ricwarp touan, a Festini By ow | Dec 
LAWAY Bros, Surbiton, Surrey, Builders Kingston et | uarryman aenau Festini Pet 2 TGS 
Dee1 Ord Dee 30 Dee 29 <p ii FIRST MEETINGS. 


Banks, Georce, St Leonard’s on Sea, Butcher Hastinzs 
Pet Dec 11 Ord Dee 22 i 

Beavcuamp, Joux, Heminogford a gponies. Carver 
High Court Pet Dee 29 Ord D | 

Brovenrtox, Wi1soy, Clayton le Moses I Lan s, Boot Mannu- | 
facturer Blackburn Pet Dec 29 Ord Dec 29 


17 Ord Dee 18 
Pet Dec 29 Ord Dee 29 


Kina, J E, New Cross, Kent, Builder Greenwich Pet Nov 
| Kirk, Trompson, Laceby, Lines, Saddler Gt Grimsby 


Kwraut, Samven y tame ‘Ebbw Vale, Mon, Timekeeper 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Dec 29 


Baker, Baryuam, Wandsworth, Surrey Jan 11 at 11.30 
24, Railway approach, London Bridge 

Rervatoyr, Zacartan, Gateshead, Picture Dealer Jan 11 
at 11.30 Oi Ree, Pink lane, Neweastle on Tyne 

Beverty, Wit.iamM, ‘High st, Patney, Grocer Jan 11 at 

Ord Dee 29 12. 30° 24, Railway approach, Lond on Bridge 


Bussett, Mary, Stockwell mans, - armen Spinster , Lamp, Joseru Henry, Kingston upon Hull, Slipper Maker | Bicexow, J P, Cadogan ter, Sloane st,Gent Jan 12 at 2.30 
High Court "Pet Dec 8 Ord Dec 2: : Kingston upon Hull Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 , "33, Om Ca Carey st, "Lincoin’ s inn “ “ yr 
— ht er jmp Rag 3 Hardware ‘Agent High Court | Lasiert, Ronert Couzanp, and Lovisa Axx Lasverr, | Buacksurs, “anrace Witttan, Cleckheat mm, Yorks, Wool- 
e § i 2 9 Of Ree, 31, 
a. a Marcus, Nettlebed, Oxon, Grocer Reading Pet | pany wet a ay ee comers an eit iges a 


Dec 29 Ord Dec 29 


Bureess, Cuarces, Cardiff, Fruiterer Jan 11 at 12 Of 


Cuvp.ercn, Georce Faurvenick, Epsom, Surrey, Pianoforte | 


Manufacturer High Court Pet Dee 28 Ord Dec 28 


Cook, Jous Sterne, Cinderford, Glos, Grocer Gloucester | 


Pet Dec 29 Ord Dec 29 
Danes, James, Rochester, Licensed Victualler Rochester 
Pet Dec 29 Ord Dec 29 


Darpant, Pizrno, Bournemouth, Baker Poole Pet Dec 29 | 
29 


Denton, WaAtrer, Dodworth, Yorks, Colliery Engineman 
Barnsl ey Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

Frost, Witt1AmM Wootton, Me Fs adoed Licensed Victualler 
Maidstone Pet Dec 30 Ord 30 

Gotprine, Tuomas Henry, Worcester, Glove Manufacturer 
Worcester Pet Dec 29 Ord Dec 29 

Goop, Epuunp, Southsea, Butcher Portsmouth Pet Dec 
29 Ord Dee 29 

Guomar, | “RY, Frank, Derby, Artist Derby Pet Dec 80 Ord 


Gh 


Gavxpy, ‘Sx DNEY, Ashby de la Zouch, Lain, Grocer Bur- 
ton on Trent. Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 


Gurnair, Cuartes, Hulme, Bee diene Grocer Manches- 
ter Pet Dee 20 Ord Dee 30 
Gwyn, Josrpn, Sketty, nr Swansea, Builder Swansea Pet 
H eee > ‘alverl yinan 
inst, Geonax, Pudsey, Calverley, Yorks, Journe’ 
Currier Bradford Pet Dec 29° Ord Dec 29 





Lewis, Jous, Vogt, Glam, Jeweller Pontypridd Pet 
Dee 24 Ord Dec 2 

Mirenen., Tomas, Tong, Revtal, Yorks, Milkseller Brad- 
ford Pet Dee 29 Ord Dee 2 

Monreax, Tomas, Rhos Pontardawe, Glam, Farmer 
Neath Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

Reaver, WitiiAm, Boundary rd, Ant, — aenaee Draper 
High Court Pet Dee 30 Ord Dee 3 


| Rowe, Eviza, Pemberton, Lancs, late Tic vensed Victualler 


Wigan Pet Dec 17 Ord Dee 29 

Scorr, Davin, Barrow in ——, Painter Barrow in 
Furness Pet Dec 29 Ord Dee 2: 

Sarrn, Fraxx, Hoyland, nr | and Grocer Barasley 
et Dee 4 Ord Dec 30 

Tuomas, Tuomas, Navigation, 5 Ponty — Glam, 
Butcher Pontypridd Pet Dec 2: Ord 

Treweek, WILLIAM gamma, poate - bess Grocer 
High Court Pet Dec 

Turriy, pomes Jouy, te lny Sussex, ine Brighton 
Pet Dec 29 Ord Dee 29 

WELLARD, Winutam oo Kent, Farmer Canterbury 
Pet Dec Ord Dee 29 

Writtsn G. Cwmtwrch, Brecon, Grocer Neath Pet 
Dee 13 Ord Dec 29 

Winsex, Evwarp Pow .sy, Idol lane, Wine Merchant 
High Court Pet Dec $0 Ord Dec 30 








Ree, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

CLank, Wittiam Waxuis, Windsor rd, Ealing, Commis- 
sion Agent Jun ll at 12 Off Ree, 95, Temple chmbrs, 
Temple avenue 

Ciavros, Caartes James, Liverpool, late Licensed Vic- 
tualler Jan liat3 Off Ree, 35, Victoria st. Liverpool 

Courier, Wreitam, Maesteg, Glam, Draper Jan 11 at 2.30 
Off Ree, 29,- Queen st, Cardiff 

Comrtox, FREDERICK, and Gorse Hanway, late of Ore, 
Sussex, Merchants Jan 12 at 12.30 Young & 


Son, Bank bldgs, Hasti: 

Coox, L H, Mount Pleasan’ =, pGiagten, Agent Jan 12 
atl 33, Carey st, 

Dawsieus, James, Rochester, Ficeased oa ie tualler Jan 18 
at 11.30 Off Rec, High st, 

Hues. AND, Russewt, Holland ates ae Gent Jan 18 atl 

st, Lincoln's inn 
Ev ANS, ae oe er Glam, Contractor Jan 12 at 12 
ott yr Tydfi 


Feitowks, ee Garnet, ‘Sumner Peckham, Manager Jan 


15 at 12 $8, Carey st, Li in’s inn 

Freer, ss Great Fisherman Jan 8 at 11 
Off Ree, 15, Osborne st, Great Grimsby 

GUTHRIE Wician, G , Uphoisterer Jan 11 at ib 
Off Ree, Pink lane, Newcastle on Pyne 
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Hiagst, Georcs, Pudsey, Calverley, Yorks, Journe 
— Jan 12at11 Of Res, 31, Manor row, rad- 
‘or 

Horkrss, Bexsaurs, Portsea, Baker's Assistant Jan & at 3 
Of . Cambridge Junction, High s*, Portsmouth 

Howarp, Hevry, late Walworth rd, Boot Manufacturer 
Jan l3 at 12 Off Rec, 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 


Joxes, Bexzamis Wittrau, Skewen, nr Neath. Glam, 
—— er Jan 8 at 12 Off Rec, 97, Oxford st, 
wan 


sea, 
Joses, Jonyx, Brynkir, Dolbenmaen, Carnirvon, Woollen 
Manufacturer Jan 13 at 11.30 Police Court, Port- 
oc 
Josrs, Joux Extas, Blaenau Festiniog, Merionethshire, 
Draper Jan 12 at 12.45 Market Hall, Blaenau Fes- 


tiniog 

Juses, Owen, Blaenau Festiniog, Labourer Jan 12 at 12.30 
Market , Blaenau Festiniog 

Jones, Ricuarp Jostan, Blaenau Festiniogz, Quarryman 
Jan 12 at 12.15 Market Hall, Blaenau Festiniog 

Joses, Taowas, Cwmbwria, nr Swansea, Grocer Jan 9 at 

Off Ree, 97, Oxford st, Swansea 

Joses, Toomas, Cwmmawr, Llanarth, Cardiganshirs, 
Farmer Jan 8atii Black Lion Hotel, Lampeter 

JosEs, Tuomas, Prenteg, Peninorfa, Carnarvonshire Mason 
Jan 13 at 11.45 Police Court, Portmadoc 

JusoLyNE, ARCHIBALD JOHN, Furniral st, Holborn, Money 
Lender Jani2 atil Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, 
Lincoln’s inn 

Laycocsx, Ropert Saxpwitn, Mincing lane, Merchant 
Jan 11 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s 
ina 

Lazarvs, Jonx, Commercial st, Spitalfields, Grocer Jan 14 
at ll 33, Carey st, Lincoln's inn 

aaa, CHaRies, Chorlton on Medlock, Manchester, Musical | 

{nstrument Dealer Jan 12 at 3 OJgen’s chmbrs, | 
st, Manchester 

Listos, Avotpnus Freperick, late of Brighton, Esq Jan 
l4at1 33, Carey st, Lin-oln’s inn 

Lyyss, Wittram, Wooburn, Bucks,Corn Merchant JanS§ at 
12. 15 Railway Hotel, Maidenhead 

MitcuHe tr, Tuomas, Tong, Birstal, Yorks, Milkseller Jan 
12at 11.30 Off *, 31, Manorrow, Bradford 

Mosx, Sauvet, Southsea, Wholesale Butcher Jan § at 
3.30 Off Rec, Cambridge Junction, High st, Ports- 
mouth 

Nucest, Tuomas, Manor grove, Ormside st, Old Kent rd, 
Sheepskin Wool Rug ‘Manufactmer Jan 13at12 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

OcKENDEN, How arp, Eastbourne, Baker 
Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Resote, Jonx, Lavender hill, Enfield, Dealer Jan 11 at 3 
Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 

Rose, Eowarp Temrte, late Wilton pi, late Bill Broker 
Jani4at12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Roseixs, Marx, Gt Grimsby, Baker Jan § at 10.39 Off 
Ree, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 

Seasroox, Caantes Wasuixetox, Luton, Beds, Corn 
Dealer Jan 14 at11.15 Court House, Luton 

Ssurra, Rosert, Normanton, Grocer JanSat 11 Off Rec, 
Bond terce, Wakefield 

Surrn, Witiras Pexxiscros, Mitre st, Webber st. Lam- 
beth, Builder Jan i3at10 33, Carey st, Lincoln's inn 

Terter, Fraxx, South Shields, House Furnisher Jan 11 at 
12 Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle‘on Tyne 

Vanes, Peter Georce, South Elmham, All nomen 
. Suffolk, Farmer Jan 9 at 12 Off Rec, 8, King st 


orwic 
Waastarr, James, North End rd, Fulham, Hitter Jan 13 

atil 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Jan 8 at 12 12, } 


Waite, Rosert, © arlisle, Draper 
Lonsdal 
Llanrwst, Denbighshire, 


e st, Carlisle 
WIiiuiams, Ricuaro He en. 
Grocer pt chmbrs, Chester 
, Painter Jan 9 atl Of 


Jan ilati2 Of 





Jan 11 at 12 
Whrurenr, Fervrrice, "pte. 
Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Acocks, Arruce, High st, Notting hill, Auctioneer High 
Court Pet Nov 23 Ord Dec 30 | 
Baxenr, Barxsnam, Wandsworth, Surrey Wandsworth Pet 
Oct 8 Ord Dec 29 
Beavcuamr, Jonux, Hemingfor] rd, Barnsbury, Carver | 


High Court Pet Dec 29 Ord Dee 29 


Shensiven, Wi sox, Clayton le Moors, Lancs, Boot Manu- 


facturer Blackburn Pet Dec 29 Ord Dee 29 
Coox, L H, Mount Pleasant lane, Clapton, Agent High 
Court Pet Nov 20 Ord Dec 28 
Dass, Janes, Rochester, Licensed Victualler Rochester 
Pet 29 ‘Ord Dec 29 

Dextos, Water, Dodworth, —. Colliery Engineman 

Pet Dee 30 Ord Dec 

Frost, Wirtran Woorre Ox, Maidstone, Licensed Victualler | 
Maidstone Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 | 

Gotpgrixc, Taonas Hexry, Worcester, Glove Manufacturer 
Worcester Pet Dec 29 Ord Dec 29 | 

Gvuop, Epucsp, Southsea, Butcher, Portsmouth Pct Dec 23 | 
Ord Dec 29 

Gaestey, Fraxx, Derby, Artist Derby Pet Dec 3) Ord 
Dec 39 

Gucrpy, Sypxgr, Ashby de la Zouch, Leics, Grocer Bur- 

on Trent Pet Dec 30 Ord Dee 30 

Hresrt, aeanen, Pudsey, Calverley, Yorks,  mapeecaes 
Currier Bradford Pet Dec 22 Ord Dee 2 

Jerrery, Joux, Dairyman 


Newtown, intimin. 

Pet Dec30 Ord Dec 30 

Joxes, Ricuarp Jostan, Blaenau eo Merioneth, 
Blaenau Festiniog Pet Dec 28 Ord 


Kixcaast, Rosert Hexnry, late of Warwick, late Chief 
ne © farwickrhire Warwick PetDec1 Ord 


Krex, — ER Laceby, Li Saddl G 
Sees, Fae 5 ncs, er Gt Grimsby 


Kent, Saucer om "Ebbw Vale, Mon, Timekeeper 
Tydfil Pet Dec9 Ord Dee 2) 
Lass, Josern Hexny, Kingston upon Hull, Slipper Maker 
on upon Hull Pet Dee # Ord Dec 30 





| Evvarp, 


| GREENS, 


| Harrie.p, 


Lastett, Rosert Cottarp, and Lovrsa Axy Laswett, 


Wingham, Kent, Farmers Canterbury Pet Dec 29 
Ord Dec 29 
Lewts, Davin Wittram, and Heyry Diviv Lewis, 


—-. Builders Portsmouth Pet Dec 11 Ord 

29 

Lewis, Jouy, Soebie, Glam, Jeweller Pontypridd Pet 
Dee 24 Ord Dec 2 

Maniver, CHarves, ie. p Ramipest, Grocer Portsmouth 
Pet Dec 19 Ord Dee 

Maxwett, James Spaw, iin rd, oe Hill, Journalist 
High Court Pet Dee 24 Ord Dec 

Mitcuett, Toomas, Tong, Birstal, Yorks, Milkseller Brad- 
ford Pet Dec28 Ord Dec 29 

Moore, Jous Taomas. Blackburn, Watchmaker Blackburn 

Pet Dee 17 Ord Dee 28 

Morcawy, Toomas, Rhos Pontardawe, Glam, Farmer Neath 
Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 3 

Neoeyt, Tromas, Manor cian, Ormiide st. Old Kent rd, 
Sheepskin Wool Rug Manufacturer High Court Pet 
Dee 22 Ord Dee 30 

Ratusone, Saucer James, Kelsall, Cheshire, Builder 
Chester Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 29 

Scuacatet, Evcese, Carter lane, Trimming Manufacturer 
High Court Pet Nov 27 Ord Dec 39 

Scott, Davin, Barrow in Furness, Painter Barrow in Fur- 
ness Pet Dec 29 Ord Dec 23 


Tromas, Tuomas, Navigation, nr Pontypridi, Glam, 
Butcher Pontypridd Pet Dec 23 Ord Dc 23 
Tvurrix, Eowiy Jony, Horsham, Sussex, Saddler Brighton 


Pet Dec 24 Ord Dee 29 
Wettarn, Wittiam, Wingham, Kent, Farmer Canterbury 


Pet Dee 29 Ord Dec 29 
Bucks, Farmer Banbury Pet 


Warre, Avsert, Padbury, 
Llanrwst, Denbighshire, 


Dec17 Ord Dee 29 
Witurams, Ricnarp HvGues, 

Grocer Portmadoc and Blaenau Festiniog Pet Nov 30 
Ord Dee 24 


Wricat, Louis Bocert, Spring grdns, Charing Cross 
High Court Pet Aug 23 Ord Dee 23 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Terry, Tou, Sandiacre, Derbyshire, Clerk Derby Adjud 
July 31, 1891 Annul Dec 15, 1891 
London Gazette.—Tvuespay, Jan. 5. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Attisos, Georce, Riilwav ter, New Southgate, Meat 
Salesman Elmonton Pet Jani Ord Jani 
Barsery, Matitpa Awns, Falmouth, Boot Dealer Truro 
Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 31 
Bext, Cuarctes, Cambridge, Wheelwright Cambridg2 Pet 


Jani Ord Jani 

Bester, Louis Gate, Margate, Butcher 
Jan2 Ord Jan 2 

Broapsext, Squire (jun), Paignton, Devon, Mining Enzi- 
neer East Stonehouse Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 31 

Cayyett. Atbert, Norwich, Grocer Norwich Pet Dee 21 
Ord Jan 1 

Carpester, Craries, West Molesey. 
Kingston Pet Jan 2 Ord Jan 2 

Cawoop, Jous, Cheltenham, formerly Licensed Victualler 
Cheltenham Pet Jan1 Ord Jan 1 

Caasover, Exizapeta, and Crarves Ricsaro Cnanpter, 
Hastings, Tailors Hastings Pet Dac19 Ord Jan 2 

Crapmax, Evizasetn, New Bond st, aro Keeper 
High Court Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 3 

Cotemas, Wittram ser Beiford, Baker Bedford Pet 
Dec 31 Ord Dec 3 

Dosceett, Jous, Fishponds, Glo:, Clerk to Portuguese Con- 
sul at Cardiff Bristol Pet De231 Ord Dec 31 

Georce, Northampton, Boot Manufacturer 
Northampton Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 30 

Emsteyr, Jons. Pudsey, Calverley, Yorks, Stationer Brad- 
ford Pet Dee 31 Ord Dee 31 

Granam, Huan, Inland Revenue Offic, 
Clerk High Court Pet Dee 31 

Freperick, Ponder’s End, Licensed Victualler 
Edmonton Pet Dec31 Ord Dee 31 

Guess, Witiiam Heeserr, Ilfracombe, Baker Barnstaple 
Pet Dec 21 Ord Jan1 


Canterbury Pet 


Surrey, Wheelwright 


Som oy et House, 
Ord Dee 31 


| Hampton, Josern Hattiwevt, Whitehaven, Coal Merchant 
30 


Whitehaven Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec % 

Tuomas, Middlesborough, Fruit 
Middlesborough Pet Dec 30 Ord Dee 30 

Hicksox, Atrrep, Whitefield, Lancs, Insurance Company’s 
Assistant Superintendent. Bolton Pet Dec 31 Ord 

ec 8 

Hisoie, Cuarves, Clovelly sagusiene, Gray’s innrd High 

Court Pet Nov17 Ord Jan 1 


Merchant 


Hvucues, Hesry, Cuchlar tenon, Lianaelhaiarn, Carnar- | 


vonshire, Farmer Portmadoc and Blaenau Festiniog 


Pet Dec 14 Ord —— 31 

James, Hexry Tuomas, Newport, Mon, Butcher Newport, 
Mon Pet Jan2 Ord Jan2 

Jexkiss, Witttam, Ystradgunlais, Brecon, Haulier Neath 
Pet Jan2 Ord Jan2 

Joses, Jous, Bryngeinach, Penllech, Carnarvonshire, 
Farmer Portmadoc and Blaenau Fes tiniog Pet Jan 1 
Ord Jan 1 Deut 

Joxses, Tuomas, Dawle = Market Gardener Madele 
Pet Jan1OrdJagl . 


Lista ware, Aepeas *E, an Aetace G Listawartre, Bir- 
——. Tailors Birmingham Pet Dec 11 Ord 


Loos, Hermaxs, Finsbury pymnt, Sewing Machine Agent 
High Court’ Pet Oct 8 Ord Dec 30” ' 

Letts, James Watson, Great primey, Fisherman Great 
Grimsby Pet Dee 31 Ord Dec 3 

Metcatr, Aarox, Oswaldtwistle, Tancs, Cotton Waste 
Spinner Blackburn Pet Dec'31 Ord Dec 3 31 

Morrett, Wittiam Fawcett, Brierfield, Lanes, Clothier 
Burnley Pet Dee17 Ord Dee 31 

Moss, Sauvet, and Davip Moss, High st, Walthamstow, 
Drapers High Court Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 31 

Pirrock, Arsent, Folkestone, Grocer Canterbury Pet 


Jani Ord Jani 
TVuosser, Witttam, Hakin, Milford Haven, Grocer Pem- 
broke Pet Dec 31 Ord Dee 31 





Rowsors#am, Jony Crossy, Shirley, Worcs, Grocer Birm- 
ingham Pet Dec 17 Dec 

Satwoy, CaHartes Wurprrre, Bristol, 
Bristol Pet Dec 3: rd Dec 31 

Sxzerearv, James, Worcester, Assistant Inspector of Nuis. 
ancos Worcester Pet Jan2 Ord Jan2 

Sirus, Frepertck Jouy, Birmingham, Dentist Birmingham 

. ag —— tae s - 

TERL, Taomas DyNe, ym ‘on, Engineer Newport, 

Mon Pet Dec31 Ord D 

Sw anne Joux, Hyde, Cheshire, Boot Daaler Ashton 
under Lyne and ene Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 31 

Tcrver A.Frev, Leicester, Glass Dealer Leicester Pet 
Dee 31 Ord Dac 31 

Warp, Frep, Bradley, nr Bilston, Staffs, Draper Dudley 
Pet Dec 29 Ord Dec 29 " 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 


Ossonne & Co, East Grinstead, Sussex, Builders Tun- 
bridge Wells Ree Ord Nov 12, 1891 Res: Dec 17, 1891 


Timber Merchant - 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Asrauans, Israet, Gt Russell st, Gent Jan 15 at 1 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Acocks, Artaur, High st, Notting Hill, Auctioneer Jan 
15 at 2.30 33, Carey st, Lincoln's inu 

Ayre, Tomas Epw rp, Tiv erton, Devon, Auctioneer Jan 
13 at12 Castle, Exeter 

Basxs, Georce, St Leonards on Sea, Butcher Jan 12 at2 
Young & Son, Bank bidgs, Hastings 

Baruam, Cuarrotte, Westfield, ~~ Farmer Jan l4 
at3 Young & Son, Bank bldgs, Hastings 

Bawrree, Jouyx, the Hon Evstace Henry Dawnay, 
Ocravius Bawrree, ani Roserr Lotarax Curzoy, 
Colchester, Bankers Jan13at11.45 The Drill Hall, 
Colchester 

Bawrree, Jony, Colchester, Banker Jan 11 at 12 Town 
Hall, Colchester 

Bawrtree, Octavius, Wivenhoe, Essex, Banker Jan 14 at 
2 Town Hall, Colchester 

Beaucuamp, Joux, Hemingford rd, Barnsbury, 
Jan 15 at11 33, Carey st, Lincola’s inn 

Beit, CHARLES, Cambridge, Wheelwright Jan 15 at 12 
Of Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 

Cuaopveicu, GeorGe Freperick, —. , Surrey, Pianoforte 
Manufacturer Jan 12 at 12 ankruptcy bldgs, Lin- 
coln’s inn fields 

Crece, James, St Julian’s Farm rd, West Norwood, Gent 
Jani19at11 33, Carey st, Linc>ln’s inn 

Coox, Jous Sterues, Cinderford, Glos, Grocer 
1l Off Rec, 15, King st, Gloucester 

Corr, Aaroy, Sowdley, nr Market Drayton, Salop, Farmer 
Jani3ati1l Royal Hotel, Crewe 

Covttas, Jouyx, Newby, Yorks, Bricklayer Jan 13 at 3.30 

Rec, 74, Newborough st, Scarborough 

Cunzoy, Ropert Lorian, Colchester, Banker 
Townhall, Colchester 

DarDANI, Pietro, Bournemouth, 
0 Salisbury 

Davis, Hesry, Goscote, nr Walsall, Liconsed Victualler 
Jan 20 at 10.80 Off Rec, Walsal 

Dawyay, the Hon Evsrace Hexry, Mansfeld st, Banker 
Jan13at3 Townhall, Colchester 

Destoy, Water, Dodworth, nr Barnsley, Colliery Enzine- 
man Jan 15 at 10.35 Off Rec, 3, Back Regent st, 
Barnsley 

Eowarps, Toomas ALEXANDER, Edward st, Soho, Manager 
to a Licensed Victualler Jan 15 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Suna dean, Pudsey, Calverly, Yorks, Stationer Jan 1t 
at1l Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Favciksyesr, Fraxk, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Teacher of 
Sciences of Malting Jan 11 at 11 25, Colmore row, 
Birmingham 

Fox, Wraran, Middlesborough, Bricklayer Jan 13 at 3 
Of Rec, Middlesborough 

Frost, Wits Woortos, Maidstone, Kent, 
Victualler Jan 15 at 3 "Bell Hotel, Maidsto: 

Grover, Frank, Solihull, Warwickshire, Licensed Vi ictualler 
Jan 18 at 11 25, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Guestey, Frank, Derby, Artist Jani3 at 12 Off Rec, St 
James’s chbrs, Derby 

Henpersoy, Tuomas, Spennymoor, Durham, Barman 
12 at 10.15 Three Tuns Hotel, Durham’ 

Hews, Emma Evizapetnu, and AL rRED Epwarp YEomAss, 
Church row, Green, Trimming Manufacturers 
Jan 15 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lin- 
coln’s inn fields 

Hickson, Atrrep, Whitefield, Lancs, Insurance Company's 
Assistant Superintendent Jan 12 at 10.30 16, Wood 
st, Bolton 

Hucues, Hexry, Uwchlawrffynon, Llanaelhaiarn, Carnar- 
vonshire, Farmer Jan 13 at 12 Police Court, Port- 


madoc 

Ivouis, Frank, Baldock, Herts, Grocer 
house, Luton 

JAMES, ye ea Wolverhampton, Oil Dealer 

udley 

Jerreny, Joux, a ae. Dairyman Jan 
19 at 3 Off Rec, 4, East'st, Southampton 

Joxts, Jouy, Bryngeniach, Penllech, Carnarvonshire, 
Farmer Jan13at12 Police Court, Purtmadoc 

Joxes, Tuomas, Dawley, Salop, Market Gardener Jan 14 
at 11.15 County Court O: ce, Madeley 

Kessver, Lovis Witt1am Hexry. Brighton, Photographer 
Jan 18at12 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Kisc, Joszepn, late of Ru ick, nr orsham, Builder 
Jan 12at12 Off Ree, 4, vilion bidgs, Brighton 

Kixe a, Rosert Henry, late of Warwick, late Chief 
Constable of Warwickshire Jan 18 at 12 "Off Ree, 17, 


Hertford st, Covent: 
aay be un, sy, Licensed V: ~ Jan 15 at 
Off thee, 3 ent st, Barnsl 


, 3, Back 

samen Cuamase, jun dport, Goeewr Jan 14 at 3 
Cambridge Junction, High st, Portsmouth _ 
, Sutton, Surrey, Bookseller Jan 12 at 11.30 

ilway approach, London Bridge 

Snanten Day, Brighton, Gent Jan 13 at 12 
Railway apprvach, London Bridge 


Carver 


Jan 12 at 


Jan liat il 


Biker Jan 13 at 12.5) 


Licensed 


Jan 


Jan liatii Court- 
Jan 12 at 12 


ae x; 
1, Rai 
Off Rec, 24, 
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Maxwe t, Janes Suaw, Perran rd, Tulse Hill, Journalist 

cag eS Rea Chest Textereer Seb 18 ot 

ear, JAMES, Buerton, re, Innkeeper Jan a 

* 11.30 Ro otel, Crewe 

Meyer, Jouannis Moritz Witueim Avotrn, Maidenhead, | 
Berks, Teacher of Modern guages Jan 12 at 3 
Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 

PicgensoiLL, Witi1am, Darwen, Lanes, Builder Jan 13 | 
at 2.30 County Court House, Blackburn a 

Rowe, Exiza, Pemberton, Lancs, late Licensed Victualler | 
Jan 13 at 10.45 Court House, King st, Wigan 

fextor, Joz- Wittiam, Barnsley Drug Vendor’s Manager | 
van 15 at 10.15 Off Rec, 3, Back ‘Regent st, Barnley | 

SuitH, Frank, oe. nr Barnsley, Grocer Jan 15 at 11 | 
3, Off Rec, Back Regent st, Seca, 

Suit, Jonny Witi1am, Seymour st, uston sq, Cheese- 
monger Jani5at12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn | 


surrn, Lucy, Scarboro h, Widow Jani3ati1 Off Rec, 
74, Newborough st, Scarborough 


suiru, Robert, St Stephen by Saltash, Cornwall, Farmer 
Jan15at11 10, Athenzum ter, Plymouth 

SvGDEN, Jouy, Smithies, nr Barnsley, Colliery Proprietor 
Jan 15 at 10.30 Off Rec, 3, Back Regent st Barnsley 

TowELt, Joun Henry, Old Linthorpe, nr Middlesborough, 
Commercial Clerk Jan 13 at 3 Off Rec, Middles- 
borough ; 

VassiTTART, Cuartes G, West Worthing, Gent Jan 15 at 
2.30 Off Rec, 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Wirurams, Wirttam Owes, edern, Anglesey, Grocer 
Jan 15 at 12 Railway hotel, Bangor 

Wituiams, Wituram Sitts, Upper or, Commission 
Agent Janliati2 Crypt chmbrs, hester 

Yeomans, Warrer Ricnarp, Feckenham, Worcs, Commer- 
cial Traveller Jan15at11 25, Colmore row, Birming- 


ham 
ADJUDICATIONS. 

Ayre, Tuomas Epwarp, Tiverton, Devon, Auctioneer 
Exeter Pet Dec7 Ord Jan2 

Barsery, Matitpa Any, Falmouth, Boot Dealer Truro 
Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 31 | 

Brit, CHARLES, Cambridge, Wheelwright Cambridge Pet 
Jan1 OrdJanl 

Bextox, Epuuxp, Goswell rd, Grocer High Court Pet 
Novi2 Ord Jan 2 

BroapBENT, Squire, the younger, Paignton, Devon, Mining 
Engineer East Stonehouse Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 31 

Cawoop, Jouy, Cheltenham, formerly Licensed Victualler 
Cheltenham Pet Jani Ord Jan1l 

Craytox, Caartes Jamxs, laetLiverpoul, Licensed Vic- 
tualler Liverpool Pet Nov17 Ord Dec31 

Covemax, Witiram Heyry, Bedford, Baker Bedford Pet 
Dec 31 Ord 





31 

Cook, Joun Stepney, Cinderford, Glos, Grocer Gloucester 
Pet Dec 29 Ord Jan 2 

CrircHLey, ALBert, and Tuomas Pexpock Hercuiysos, 
late of Nottingham, Drapers High Court Pet Dec 15 


Ord Jan 2 
Daseamy Pizrro, Bournemouth, Baker Poole Pet Dec 29 

anl 
Doscert, Jous, Fishponds, Glos, Clerk to Portuguese 


Consul at Cardiff Bristol Pet Dec31 Ord Dec 31 

Epwarps, THOMAS Mittwarp, Bristol, Timber Merchant 
Bristol Pet Dec17- Ord Jan1 

Extarp, Grorce, Northampton, Boot Manufacturer 
Northampton Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 30 

Emstey, Jou, Pudsey, Calverley, Yorks, Stationer Brad- 
ford Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec3l 

Greex, Frepericx, Ponder’s End, Licensed Victualler 
Edmonton PetDec 30 Ord Dec 31 

Guna, Cuartes, Hulme, Manchester, Grocer Man- 
chester Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 31 

Guy, Cuantes Jonx, Blossom st, Norton Folgate, Sta- 
tionery Cabinet Manufacturer High Court Pet Nov 
19 Ord Jan1 

Gwrs, JosErn, Sketty, nr Swansea, Builder Swansea Pet 
Dec 29 Ord Dec 30 ; 

Harrierp, Tuomas, Middlesborough, Fruit Merchant 
Middlesborough Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 

Hickson, ALFRED, Whitefield, Lancs, Insurance Company’s 
<— Superintendent Bolton Yet Dec 31 Ord 

ec 31 

Howarp, Hexry, late Walworth rd, Boot Manufacturer 
High Court Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 30 

Jarvis, FreDERick Jon, and Fran 1s Jarvis, Folkestone, 
Wine Importers Canterbury Pet Dec5 O Dec 30 


Jeskins, Wittiam, Ystradgunlais, Brecon, Haulier Neath 
Pet Jan2 Ord Jan2 
Jounson, Tomas, Liverpool, Mantle Maker Liverpool 


Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 31 
Jones, Joux, Bryngeinach, Penllech, Carnarvonshire, 
Farmer Portmadoc and Blaenau Festiniog Pet Dec 30 


Ord Jan 1 

Joxzs, Tuomas, Dawley, Salop, Market Gardener Madeley 
Pet Jani Ord Janl 

Laycock, Rosert Sanpwitn, Mincing lane, Merchant 
High Court Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 30 

Leaver, Freperick Witi1am, Wolverhampton, 
Wolverhampton Pet Dec14 Ord Jan1 

Listawatte, Apert E, and Artaur G Lixtawalte, Bir- 
mingham, Tailors Birmingham Pet Dec 11 Ord Jan2 

Lurxix, James Watsox, Gt Grimsby, Fisherman Gt 
Grimsby Pet Dec 31 Otz-d Dec 31 

Metcatr, Aaron, Oswald wistle, Lancs, Cotton Waste 
Spinner Blackburn Pet Dec 31 Ord Decal 


Barman 


Pitrocx, ALBERT, Folkestone, Grocer Canterbury Pet 
Dec 31. Ord Jan 1 

Po.tirr, Tuomas, Manchester, Beerhouse Keeper Man- 
chester Pet 8 Ord Jan 2 


r 

Reaper, Wituiam, Boundary rd, Walthamstow, Draper 
High Court Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan1 

Rennie, Joy, Lavender Hill, Enfield, Dealer Edmonton 
Pet Dec 14 : 


31 
Rowsoruam, Joun-Crospy, Shirley, Worcs, Grocer Bir- 
 mingham Pet Deci7 Ord Jan2 
SuEPPARD, JAMES, Worcester, Assistant Inspector . of 


Nuisances Worcester Pet Jan2 Ord Jan2 
Sims, Frepenrce Joux, Birmingham, Dentist Birmingham 
‘ Pet Jani Ord Jan 2 
Stater, Joux, Radbourne, Derbyshire, Farmer Derby 


Loxpon, E.C., beg respec 


PROBATE VALUATIONS 
JEWELS AND SILVER PLATE, &c. 





SPINK & SON, 


Lecat Preresston or purcHAsE the same for cash 
Under the patronage of H.M. The Queen and H.S.H. Prince Louis of Battenberg, K.C.B. 


Suir, Lucy, Scarborough, Widow Scarborough Pet Oct wit BEAR the STRICTEST I 
ion - 

Smovr, Mary, and Cnanites Licxro.p 
Seaw orists i Pet Dec 

oe — Leicester, Glass Dealer Leicest 

3 ‘ 

Watxroy, Ricnarp, Brighton, Clothier Brighton Pet Dec ; i i 

see omy i rig: ’ rig: | article sells itself without | 


GotpsmiTrHs AND SriversmitHs, 1 anv 2, ¥ 
tfully to announce that they AccURATBLY appraise the above for the 


GRAcECHURCH-sTREET,. CORNMILL, 


if desired. Established 1772. 





Smovt, Hastings, 
19 Ord Dec 30 
i Pet 


being formed f ne 
GATION.—A Syndi is ‘or 
Purchase of Patent Rights and Trade-Marks of world-wide 
renown. The business is well established among the 





Ord Dec 31 


Warp, Frep, Bradley, nr Bilston, Staffs, Draper Dudley | 
Pet Dec 29 


Ord Dec 29 


Wren, Max, and Ervest Cesar Wertemsenc, Fenchurch 


st, Merchants High Court Pet June16 Ord Dec3l | 


SALE OF ENSUING WEEK. 








Jan. 15.—Messrs. Baker & Sons, at the Mart, E.C., at 2 


All letters ‘intended for publication in the 


| 
| 


Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which imn- 


o'clock, Freehold Ground-rents and Freehold Property 
(see advertisement, this week, p. 176). 


“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 


cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, Double Num- 
bers, and Postage, 53s. WEEKLY REPORTER, 
in wrapper, 53s. SoLicirors’ JOURNAL, 
26s. 6d. ; by Post, 28s, 6d. Volwmes bound 
at the office—cloth, 2s. 9d., half law calf, 
5s. 6d. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 





R. UTTLEY, Solicitor, continues to 


classes, and can be developed into one of great magnitude 
with the whole omauaty - 


Numerous favourable testimonials have been recet 
some of the highest in the land. 

The profits on the last 12 months’ sales have been suffi- 
cient to pay about 20 per cent. on a capital of £30,000, and 
when the business is lly developed it is confidently antict- 

Syndicate shall carry on the busi- 
til such time as its extension necessitates its forte 

Company. about two years from 
t time the business yrill probably command a 


uw ice of £100,000. 
" La Kesprics, 10, Pancras- 


For iculars apply to Mr. 
lane, E.C. 
SALE DAYS FOR THE YEAR 1892. 
N ESSRS. FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, 
CLARK, & CO. beg to announce that the following 


davs have been fixed for their SALES during the year 1892, 
to be held at the Auction Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, near the 











of England, E.C 
Thurs, Jan 14 | Wed, Apel 20 Thurs, Aug 4 
Thurs, Jan 28 Thurs, May 12 Thurs, Aug 11 
Thurs, Feb 4 | Wed, May 18 | Thurs, Aug 1s 
Thurs, Feb 11 Thurs, May 26 Thurs, 5 
Wed, Feb 17 Thurs, June 9 Thurs, 22 
urs, March 3 Wed, June 15 Thurs, Oct 6 

Thurs, March 10 Thurs, June 23 Thurs, Oct 13 
Wed, March 16 Thurs, July 7 Th Oct 20 
Thurs, March 21 Wed, July 13 Thurs, Nov 10 
Wed, April 6 burs, July 21 Thurs, Nov 17 
Wed, April 13 Thurs, July 28 Thurs, 





Other appointments for immediate Sales will also be 


a . 

Messrs. Farebrother, Ellis, Clark, & Co. publish in the 
advertisement columns of “ The Times” every Saturday a 
complete list of their forthcomi sales by auction. They 
ules of properties to be let 


also issue from time to time 
or sold, i landed and 
freehold and 1 old houses, City offices and warehouses, 


und-rents, and investments generally, which will be 





rapidly and successfully PREPARE CANDIDATES, 


L Examina’ Terms from £1 1s. © mon 
Many Pupins HAVE TAKEN Honovrs.—For par- 
ticulars, and copies of “‘ Hints on Stephen’s Commentaries » 
and “Hints on Criminal Law,” address, 17, Brazennose- 
street, Albert-square, Manchester. 


LA*: — Wanted, by the Clement’s-inn, 

Daniel Reardon, and John Mackrell Prizeman 
(November, 1891, Examination), a Seat in a good london 
Conveyancing and Chancery . ing to work hard; 
salary can be arranged; practi i 
Address, W. C. V., 16, Bartletts’-buildings 
cireus, E.C. 








who is ordered abroad for two months, wishes to meet 
a qualified gentleman who would be willing to his 
se pee during that time; he must be pre to give 
references and security.—Address, with full particulars, 
including where articles served, to A. B., care of Fuller & 
Jackson, Law Stationers, Grocer’s Hall-court, E.c, 
\ ANTED to PURCHASE. — ‘ Weekly 
Reporter”’ (The), 1852 to 1891, or Vols. 17 to 39. 
—State price and condition to Wipy & Sovs, Lincoln’s- 
inn-archway, Carey-street, London, W.C. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE ps} MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judivial Bench, Corporation of London, é&e. 








ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
Clerks, and Clerks of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns 
ESTABLISHED 1699. 





Pet Dec 18 Ord Jan2 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


orally and b: , for the SOLICITORS’ and BAR | 
PRELIMINAR , INTERMEDIATE, and FINAL, and 


ical experience — i 
, Holborn- 


To YOUNG SOLICITORS.—A Solicitor, | 


‘orwarded free of charge on application.—No. 29, Fleet 
street, Temple-bar, and 18, Old -street, E.C. 
WIMBLEDON, SURREY. 


A valuable and important Freehold Property, close to th® 
ising an imposing pile of i - 








ings, with ing, en lodge, and appurtenances, 
ornamental grow s of great , With several tennis 
lawns, a i a garden, and 





the present buildings with a more limited area of 3 
which could be done without detriment to the remainder 


of the land. 
ESSRS. FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, 


{ CLARK, «& CO. are instructed to for SALE, 
at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, Bank Sad .C., 


| early in the ensuing year (unless previously di of by 
| private treaty), the catuable FREEHOLD ESTATE above 
escribed. ; 


| Particulars of Messrs. Few & Co., Solicitors, 19, Surrey- 
street, Strand, W.C.; and of Mesérs. Farebrother, : 
Clark, & Co , 29, Fleet-street, and 18, Old Broad-street, E.C. 


KENSINGTON. 





ornam: 
1 between Lord s 


FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, 
f BALE b PUBLIC ° JecrioN (ales preity 
‘or 
of by private contract) earty ta Te ni 
known as Oak Lodge, for ents the late 
Seog an Tech Sead egos Nee 
many thousands of pounds. The sariensy sich tochade 
an ornamental | and by forest 
and shrubs wth. 


House, securing all py pen | 
resi the iate vicini' the M 
offer hn for EY ot a ae pallding 


and when re of 
Messrs. Towle, Hav me € oy 1, Bebtor-eow, ; 


at mag: ter Beg . 
| & Co., 29, and 18, Old Broad-street, B.C. 
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SALES FOR THE YEAR 1892. 


Telephone, No. 1,669.- Telegraphic address, 
Akaber, London.’ 


ESSRS. BAKER & SONS beg to an- 
nounce that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, 
Investments, Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, 
Business Premises, Building Land, Ground Rents, Rever- 
sions, Shares, and other Properties, will be held at the 
MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on the following FRIDAYS | 
during the year 1892 :-— } 


Jan, 15 April22 | Juneiz | Sept.16 | 
Jan. 29 | April29 | June 2 | Sept. 30 
Feb. 19 May 6 | duly1 | Oct. 14 

Feb. 26 May 13 | July 8 | Oct, 28 
March 11 May 20 July 15 | Nov. 11 
March 25 May 27 | July 22 | Nov. 25 
April 8 June 10 | Aug. 19 | Dee. 16 


Auctions can be held on other days besides those above | 
ltl —No. 11, Queen Victoria-street, E.C. 
— a | 


ST. PANC RAS and BAYSWATER. | 


a * direction of the Executors of the late Basil George 
Woodd, Esq.— Valuable Freehold Ground-Rents, amount- 
ing to £83 10s. per annum, amply secured upon nine 
residences, situate and being _ Nos. 11, 24, 25, and 26, 
Regent-square, and Nos. 3, 5, 7, and 9, Sidmouth street, 
St. Pancras; also No. 17, Pembridge-villa, Bayswater, 
with reversion in about 15 years as regards St. Pancras, 
and 452 years us regards Bayswater, to the rack rent: als, 
moderately estimated at £670 per annum. 
BAKER & SONS will SELL by 
AUCTION, at the MART, E.C., on FRIDAY, 
JAN. 15, at TWO, in Six Lots, the above amply-secured 
FREEHOLD GROUND-RE NTS. 
Particulars of Messrs. F. & T, Smith & Sons, 15, Furnival’s- 
im, E.C.; and of the Auctioneers, 11, Queen Victoria- 
street, E.C. 


WHITECHAPEL, HIGH STREET. 


On the borders of the City, and opposite East _ Aldgate 
Station.—The valuable Freehold Carcass Butcher’s Estab- 
lishment, comprising shop, licensed slaughterhouse, and 
dwelling’ house of eight rooms above, known as No. 4, 
High-street, Whitechapel, having a long frontage to 
Irish-court, affording two side entrances. Let on a 
repairing lease for fourteen years from Lady Day, 1891, 
at a low rental of —_ per annum, and offering « most 
sound investment for trustees, capitalists, and others. 

\ ESSRS. BAKER & SONS will SELL by 

p AUCTION, at the MART, E.C., on FRIDAY, 

JAN. 15, at TWO, in One Lot, the above desirable FR EE- 

HOLD PROPERTY. 

Particulars of Dr. Goodwin, Solicitor, 155, Fenchurch- | 

street, E.C., and Hastings; and of the Auctioneers, 11, 

(Queen Victoria-street, E.C. 


_— Union Fire onl Life Office, 400 Shares therein, 


N ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD 
a will SELL, at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, 
JANUARY 2th, at TWO o’cloc *k, in Lots, FOU R 
HUNDRED £10 SHARES, 12s. paid, in the LAW UNION 
FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY, the dividends 
on which have progressively increased in years past, that for 
the year ending 30th November last was 5s. 6d. per share, 
being <a to nearly 46 per cent. and bonus paid of Is. 
& share, so that the shares offer excellent investments for 
members of the legal profession. The funds of the company 
exceed £1,000,000, and large reserves have been formed. 
The next quinquennium is in 1894. 

es at the Mart; of Messrs. 
Bousfield, 99, Gresham-street, Bank, E.C. 








Edwin Fox & 


BELGRAVIA. 


By order of the Executors.—Secure Leasehold Investments. 
Producing a net income of £702 per annum. 

\ ESSRS. ARBER, RU TTER, & WAG- 
da HORN are favoured with instructions to OFFER for 
SALE at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C.,on WEDNES- 
DAY, 20th JANU ARY, 1992, at TWO o'clock precisely 

(unless previously disposed of by private contract), in Two 
Lots, the excellent FAMILY RESIDENCES, Nos. 16 and 
’, Wilton-cresent, Belgrave-square, held from the Duke of | 
Westminster for an unexpi term of about 32 years, at 
ground rents of £1 and £12 per annum respectively, and let 
on repairing leases to high-class tenants, at £315 "and £400 
per annum respectively, offering unusually secure and im- 
proving investments. e houses may be viewed by 
permission of the tenants, and | 
Particulars and conditivns of sale had of Messrs. Dundas | 
& Wilson, 16, St. Andrew’s-square, Edinburgh; of 
Messrs. Walford’s, 27, Bolton-street, Piccadilly, London, 
W.; and at the Auctioneers’ offices, 1, Mount-street, | 
m, W. 
Siete sum of £2,007 Os. 3d., being & 5-64ths 
of £25,689 14s. 2d. invested in 2}{ per Cent. Consolidated 
Stock, standing in Court and expectant on the decease of 

a lady now in her 77th year, which will be SOLD by 
‘AU ‘ON by A 
ESSRS. WOOD & KIRBY atthe MART, 
Tokenhouse-vard, E.C., on MONDAY, JAN. 18, | 
1892, at TWO o'clock, in One Lot. 
Particulars with conditions of sale may be obtained at 
the ,lace of sale; of Messrs. Withall, Holland, & 
Withall, Solicitor., 18, Bedford-row, W .C.; and of the 

Sucieneem, 1, Great James-street, Bedtord-row, W.c. 

\\ ELL-KNOWN LONDON SI RV EYOR | 

has a Vacancy for Pupil; youth just leaving schoul 
preferred ; references reyuired ; moderate premium.— Apply, | 
X. Y. Z., “ Solicitors’ Journal ”’ Office, 27, Chancery -lane, | 





| and Business Premises to be 
| are published on the 1st of each month, and can be obtained | 
| of Messrs. Debenham, Tewson, Farmer, & Bridgewater, 


| tion; an old-established and genuine firm.— 


| sent free of charge. 
| samatoria, homes for inebriates, &e.— Address MAnaGen, 
| Medical, &c., Association, 8, Lancaster-place, Strand, W.C. 


| SERGEANT, t 





NATIONAL REVERSIONARY INVESTMENT COMPANY 


(Instituted 1837), 


For the Parchase of Absolute or Contingent Reversions, Life Interests, and 
Policies of Assurance on Lives. 


Orrice—63, OLD BROAD 


STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


" DIRECTORS: 


Chairman—A. P. HEY beg TOREDALS, Esq. 
BiaG, Epwarp F., 
Poxsonsy, The on Cc. W. 
Scappixe, WALTER, Esq. 


Deputy-Chairman—AUG. W. GADESDEN, Esq. 
Tew, Percy, Esq. 
Trorrer, Ww. Esq. 
VILDE, Erxest ‘a Esq. 


Solicitors—Messrs. IL IFFE, HENLEY, & SWEET, Bedford-row. 





Forms for submitting Proposals for Sale may 


SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1892. 
ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER beg to announce 
that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 
Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, Business Premises, 
Building Land, Ground-Rents, Advowsons, Reversions, 
Stocks, Shares, ‘and other Properties will be held at the 
AUCTION MART, Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of 

England, in the City of London, as follows :— 


Tuesday, — 12 ! Tuesday, April 26 | Tuesday, July 19 
Tuesday, Jan. 26 | Tuesday, May3 | Tuesday, July 26 
Tuesday, Feb. 9 | Tuesday, May 10 | Tuesday, Aug. 2 
Tuesday, Feb. 23 | Tuesday, May17 | Tuesday, Aug. 9 
Tuesday, Mar. Tuesday, May 24 Tuesday, Aug. 16 
Tuesday, Mar. Tuesday. May 31 Tuesday, Aug. 23 
Tuesday, Mar.15 | Tuesday, June 14 | Tuesday, Oct. 4 
Tuesday, Mar. 4 Tuesday, June 21 | Tuesday, Oct. 18 
Tuesday, Mar. | | Tuesday, June 28 | Tuesday, Nov.1 
Tuesday, April 5 5 Tuesday, July 5 Tuesday, Nov. 15 
Tuesday, April 12 | Tuesday, July 12 Tuesday, Dec. 6 


Auctions can also be held on other days, in town or 
country, by arrangement. Messrs. Debenham, Tewson, 
Farmer, & Bridgewater undertake Sales and Valuations | 
for Probate and other purposes, of Furniture, Pictures, | 
Farming Stock, ae &c. TDeiailed Lists of In- 
vestments, Estates, Spo Quarters, Residences, Shops, 
t or Soli by private contract 


rig ig ptm 





Estate Agents, Surveyors, and Valuers, 80, Cheapside, 


London, E.C. Telephone No. 1,503. 
N ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
p's FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER’S LIST of 


ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and ge | Residences, Hunting 
and Shooting Quarters, 
Charges, House Property and I Investments generally, is 
published on the first day of each month, and may be 
obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, .C.,; 
or will be sent by post in return for two stamps. —Particu- 
lars for insertion should be received not later than four 
days previous to the end of the preceding month. 


MY BASes. ROBT. W. MANN & SON, 
p SURVEYORS, VALUERS, 
AUCTIONEERS, HOUSE AND ESTATE AGENTS, 
Rosr. ig Mayy, F.8.1., Tuomas R. Ransom, F.S.I., 
. Bacsuaw Maxx, F.S8.1L, W. H. Mayy), 
12, Pi: Grosvenor-place, Eaton-square, 8.W., and 
32, Lowndes-street, Belgrave-square, 8,W. 


\ ONEY.— Householders or Lodgers 
AYE desirous of obtaining immediate Advances upon their 
Furniture or other nagetiabie security are invited to call at 
the offices of the ConsoLip ATED Company, Limitep, 43, Great 
Tower-street, E.C.,and arrange; Billsof Saleand Executions 
paid out; no fees : the full sum advanced without deduc- 
Address, 








MANAGER. 


She SOLICITORS. — Bedford-row. — The 

Lease of One of the best professional Reckiences, on 
the east side of Bedford-row, to be Disposed of ; 15 years 
unexpired; with Seguin —Apply to Dixon, Wap, & 
Drxoss, Solicitors, 1, Lancaster-place, Strand, 


f}.O INVALIDS, Guardians, Medical Men, 

Solicitors, and others.—A list of medical men in all 
parts willing to receive into their houses Resident Patients, 
with desc ‘ription of the accommodation offered, terms, &c., 
The list includes private asylums, 


ONDON MATRIC., PRELIMINARY 

4 LAW, &c.—Careful Preparation in Limited Classes, 

Privately and by Post, under a Graduate in Honours. For 

——. and list of over 500 successes address H. 

iversity Institute, 192, Euston-road, N.W. 
‘close to Gower-str peat). 





[HE IMPERIAL INSURANCE COM- 
PANY, LIMITED. FIRE. 
Established 1803. 

1, Old Broad-street, E.C., and 22, Pall Mall, 8.W. 
Subscribed Capital, £1,200,000 ; Paid-up, £300,000. 
Total Funds over £1,600,009. 

E. COZENS SMITH, 
General Manager. 


Ground Rents, Rent | 


be obtained at _ Offices of the Company. 


. A. RENDALL, Sxcrrrany. 
. W. COUSINS, 


| INSURANCE OFFICE, 
Founded 1710. 
(FIRE) District Manager. 
SUM INSURED in 1891, £361,500,000. 


Law Courts Brane 
40, —" ERY LANE, W., 
CORPORA- 


! 
N ORTGAGE INSURANCE 
TION (Limited). 
88, Cannon-street, E.C. 
Subscribed Capital £715,000. 
| Mortgages, Debentures, and Bank Deposits insured. 
| Deposits received for Capital Redemption. 
| T. Y. STRACHAN, 
General Manager. 


ONDON and UNIVERSAL BANK, 
Limited. 
449, Strand, Charing-cross, London, 8. W. 
(Established 1867.) 
Authorised Capital, £1,000,000. 

Reserve Fund, &c., £180,000. 

Current Accounts Opened. 
The Attention of Solicitors is drawn to the fuct that both 
| permanent and temporary Advances are made upon securi- 
ties, such as Rov ersions, Equitable Charges, and other 


tans ae oe uritie 
NTEREST ALLOWED ON DEPOSITS 


ati one month’s notice .......c...ccsse00 £3 per cent. 
At three months’ notice ................6 £4 per cent. 
For one, om, wd three years certain ...£5 per cent. 
terest puid am ney 
Balance-sheet, wn full particulars, forwarded on :ippli- 
cation. WILLIAM J. COCKS, Manaz 


NINETEENTH CENTURY BUILDING 
SOCIETY, 
Adelaide-place, London Bridge, E.C. 


Dinecrors : 
Henry Wavpemar Lawrence, J.P., Chairman. 
Mark H. Juver, A.R.LB.A. 
Miss Bipper. 
Artuur Couey, Q.C. 
*, H. A. Harvcastie, F.S.1. 
Miss Onn. 
Henry Rutt. 


Shares £10, interest 5 per cent. 
Deposits received at 4 per cent. 
Withdrawals (shares or deposit) at short notice. 
Advances promptly made on freehold or leasehold pro- 
perty. Scale of repayments, legal and survey charges, very 
moderate. Prospectus fee. 
FREDERICK LONG, Manager. 


THE 
NATIONAL PROVINCIAL TRUSTEES AND 
ASSETS CORPORATION, LIMITED, 


Is prepared to act as TRUSTEE for DEBENTURE 
HOLDERS, and to receive pruposals for LOANS, the 
PURCHASE of ASSETS and the ISSUE of SHARES in 
sound COMMERCIAL UNDERTAKINGS, or GUARAN- 
TEEING DEBENTURES and other SECURITIES. 

G. Ag COPE, Secretary. 

Odes, 70, Quesn-stzest, Cheapside, Londen, E.C. 


THE BOILER INSURANCE AND STEAM 
POWER COMPANY, LTD. 


Head Ofice—6i, KING ST., MANCHESTER. 


Employers insured ainst claims under “The Em- 

ployers’ Liability Act.” Joint Policies issued. 

Annual Income, £80,000. 

Intluential Agents wanted. Liberal terms. 
the Secuerany. 





Apply to 
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